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The National Register of Historic Places recognizes properties that are significant 
for their: A) association with events that have made a significant contribution to broad 
patterns of history; B) association with people significant in the history of the United 
States; C) architecture or craftsmanship that embodies distinctive characteristics of a type, 
period, or method of construction and represents the work of a master, or that reflects a 
significant entity whose components lack individual distinction; and D) ability to yield 
information important to history or prehistory. In 2016, the National Park Service’s 
LGBTQ Heritage Initiative revealed that only ten sites were listed on the National Register 
or designated as National Historic Landmarks for their association to lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, and queer (LGBTQ) historical events and people. None of these sites were 
located in the south. 
This thesis identifies and assesses the impediments to listing LGBTQ sites on the 
National Register of Historic Places to determine if the National Register nomination 
process was preventing LGBTQ related sites from being listed on the National Register. 
The identified challenges for listing LGBTQ sites on the National Register included: the 
National Park Service’s instruction to only utilize verifiable factual information in the 
Narrative Statement of Significance; the fifty-year preference; the emphasis on architecture 
in the National Register nomination form; the Area of Significance Data Category section; 
and the assessment of historic integrity at sites. Despite the obstacles, the National Register 
nomination process was determined to not be preventing LGBTQ sites from being listed 
on the National Register, but only a few sites are recognized on the National Register. 
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As of 2017, there were 92,375 total sites and 1,803,145 contributing properties 
listed on the National Register of Historic Places (National Register).1 Of those listings, 
only ten properties were listed on the National Register or designated as National Historic 
Landmarks for their association with lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer 
(LGBTQ) history. This is in comparison to over fifty properties were listed on the National 
Register or designated as National Historic Landmarks for their association to African-
American history.2 The ten currently recognized LGBTQ sites are: Stonewall Inn, the 
Henry Gerber House, the Dr. Franklin E. Kameny Residence, Cherry Grove Community 
Center House and Theater, the James Merrill House, the Carrington House on Fire Island, 
the Bayard Rustin Residence, Julius’ Bar, Edificio Comunidad de Orgullo Gay de Puerto 
Rico, and the Furies Collective.3  
Stonewall Inn, located in New York City, was listed on the National Register on 
June 28, 1999. Stonewall Inn was the first LGBTQ site listed on the National Register. On 
February 16, 2000, the property was also designated as a National Historic Landmark. The 
site was listed on the National Register and designated as a National Historic Landmark 
1 United States National Park Service, "National Register of Historic Places Official Website—Part of the 
National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior," National Parks Service, accessed November 12, 
2016, https://www.nps.gov/nr/.  
2 United States National Park Service, "African American History Month—National Register of Historic 
Places Official Website—A Program of the National Park Service," National Parks Service, U.S. 
Department of the Interior, 2014, https://www.nps.gov/nr/feature/afam/.  
3 United States National Park Service, "LGBTQ Heritage Theme Study," National Parks Service, accessed 
October 13, 2016, https://www.nps.gov/subjects/tellingallamericansstories/lgbtqthemestudy.htm.  
2 
due to events that occurred on the site starting on June 28, 1969, when police raided the 
Stonewall Inn. The patrons at the bar fought against the police, which sparked the 
Stonewall Rebellion, also known as the Stonewall Inn Riots. The rebellion lasted until July 
3, 1969. Stonewall is recognized as a turning point in the LGBTQ civil rights movement, 
and LGBTQ pride events are held every June to commemorate the Stonewall Inn Riots.4  
The Henry Gerber House in Chicago, Illinois was designated as a National Historic 
Landmark on June 19, 2015. Henry Gerber co-founded and ran the Society for Human 
Rights, which is considered to be the first gay rights society in the United States. The 
organization lasted from 1924 until 1925. Henry Gerber continued to work for LGBTQ 
rights and made significant efforts as an activist for the LGBTQ community in the 1950s 
and 1960s.5 
On November 2, 2011, the Franklin E. Kameny House, which is located in 
Washington D.C., was listed on the National Register of Historic Places. Franklin Kameny 
was an activist and leader in the gay civil rights movement of the 1960s. Kameny also co-
founded the Mattachine Society in Washington, D.C. Kameny fought for civil rights in 
federal employment and supported removing homosexuality from the Diagnostic and 
Statistical Manual.6  
Cherry Grove Community House and Theater on Fire Island in New York was 
included on the National Register of Historic Places on June 4, 2013. The site played a 
4 Megan Springate, “Introduction to the LGBTQ Heritage Initiative Theme Study,” in LGBTQ America: A 
Theme Study of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer History, (Washington D.C.: National Park 
Foundation, 2016) 02-7. 
5 Ibid., 02-7 to 02-8. 
6 Ibid., 02-8. 
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significant role in establishing Cherry Grove as the first official gay and lesbian town in 
the United States. The Community House was organized in 1944, and the theater was added 
to the building in 1948. The Chery Grove Property Owners Association, which was 
organized in 1944, was located in the Community House. The organization helped integrate 
LGBTQ residents into the town’s governing affairs.7  
The James Merrill House in Stonington, Connecticut was listed on the National 
Register on August 28, 2013. Starting in 1956, the house was the home of renowned U.S. 
poet James Ingram Merrill and his partner, David Noyes Jackson. The site is not significant 
for its association with LGBTQ history and heritage, but the National Register nomination 
includes a description about the relationship between Merrill and Jackson.8 
The Carrington House, located on Fire Island in New York, was added to the 
National Register on January 8, 2014. The site is significant for its association to the 
development of Fire Island as America’s first LGBTQ town. Theater director Frank 
Carrington lived at the house from 1927 to 1969. Carrington introduced his theater and 
artistic colleagues, many of whom were LGBTQ, to Fire Island while living at this site.9 
The Bayard Rustin Residence in New York was included on the National Register 
on March 8, 2016. Bayard Rustin moved into an apartment on this site in 1962 and lived 
here until 1987. Although Rustin lived in one apartment in the building, the entire building 
is recognized on the National Register. In 1977, his partner, Walter Naegle, moved into the 
apartment with him. While living in an apartment on this site, Rustin organized the August 
7 Springate, “Introduction to the LGBTQ Heritage Initiative Theme Study,” in LGBTQ America: A Theme 
Study of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer History, 02-8. 
8 Ibid., 02-9. 
9 Ibid., 02-10. 
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28, 1963 March for Jobs and Freedom in Washington, D.C. Rustin also helped create and 
lead various human rights and advocacy organization for the U.S. and throughout the world 
while living on this site.10 Bayard Rustin’s association to LGBTQ civil rights and LGBTQ 
history played an instrumental role for the site’s inclusion to the National Register. 
However, the Bayard Rustin Residence was not significant exclusively for its association 
to LGBTQ history.  
Julius’ Bar in New York was added to the National Register on April 21, 2016, 
exactly fifty years after the event associated with LGBTQ history occurred on this site. On 
April 21, 1966, members of New York’s Mattachine Society worked towards changing a 
law that prevented lesbians and gays from being served alcohol. As a result of the efforts 
of members of the Mattachine Society in New York, the law was changed, which led to the 
growth of gay bars and the development of bars as important social spaces for LGBTQ 
people.11 
Edificio Comunidad de Orgullo Gay de Puerto Rico in San Juan Puerto Rico was 
added to the National Register on May 1, 2016. In 1975 and 1976, the site was used as a 
meeting location for the first LGBTQ organization established in Puerto Rico. Comunidad 
de Orgullo Gay introduced the use of organized resistance against heterosexual social 
10 The Bayard Rustin National Register nomination mentions that the National Register regulations do not 
allow a portion of a building, in this instance Bayard Rustin’s apartment, to be individually recognized on 
the National Register. 
Springate, “Introduction to the LGBTQ Heritage Initiative Theme Study,” in LGBTQ America, 02-9 to 02-
10. 
11 Ibid., 02-10. 
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dominance in Puerto Rico through the use of political action, educational programs, public 
protest, and assistance to the local LGBTQ community.12 
The Furies Collective House in Washington D.C. was listed on the National 
Register on May 2, 2016. The site was used by the Furies Collective, a lesbian feminist 
separatist collective from 1971 to 1973. The work done by the Furies was significant for 
creating and shaping ideas about lesbian feminism and lesbian separatism.13 
In total, only five State Historic Preservation Offices (SHPOs) approved National 
Register nominations for LGBTQ sites, none of which were located in the southeastern 
region of the United States. While South Carolina had over 1,500 sites and over 185 historic 
districts represented on the National Register, the South Carolina SHPO and the Catawba 
Tribal Historic Preservation Offices have yet to include a single LGBTQ site on the 
National Register of Historic Places.14  
The purpose of this research was to determine if the nomination process is 
preventing or limiting LGBTQ-related sites from being listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places by identifying and analyzing the challenges in listing case study LGBTQ 
sites in Charleston, South Carolina. Topics associated with discrimination against 
Charleston’s LGBTQ community were used as case studies because, as Megan Springate 
stated in the National Park Services’ LGBTQ Heritage Initiative, “a representative historic 
context of LGBTQ America must include the failures, the setbacks, and the heartbreaking 
12 Ibid., 02-11 to 02-12. 
13 Springate, “Introduction to the LGBTQ Heritage Initiative Theme Study,” in LGBTQ America, 02-9 to 
02-10.
14 "National Register of Historic Places, “South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office, accessed
November 12, 2016, http://shpo.sc.gov/PROGRAMS/NATREG/Pages/default.aspx.
6  
events.”15 The sites identified in the case study topics were utilized to identify and 
investigate the challenges for recognizing LGBTQ sites on the National Register. 
Additionally, this research offered suggestions on how to improve the National Register 
nomination process to encourage the inclusion of more LGBTQ-related sites on the 
National Register.  
Challenges for including sites associated with discrimination against Charleston’s 
LGBTQ community on the National Register of Historic Places included: the National Park 
Service’s instruction to include only facts and verifiable information in the Narrative 
Statement of Significance; the fifty-year preference; the emphasis on architecture in the 
National Register nomination form; the Area of Significance Data Category section; and 
the assessment of historic integrity at sites. Despite the challenges in the National Register 
nomination process, this research demonstrates that the National Register nomination 
process is not preventing LGBTQ sites from being listed on the National Register. 
Furthermore, this research encourages people to nominate LGBTQ sites to the National 
Register since there were no issues identified that prevent LGBTQ sites from being listed 
on the National Register. 
The National Register Nomination Process 
Section 101 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 authorized the 
Secretary of the Interior to “expand and maintain a National Register of Historic Places 
composed of districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects significant in American 
                                                
15 Springate, “Introduction to the LGBTQ Heritage Initiative Theme Study,” in LGBTQ America: A Theme 
Study of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer History, 02-29. 
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history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture.”16 The National Register is a 
list of historic properties maintained by the National Park Service in Washington D.C. The 
properties that are recognized on the National Register are significant in U.S. history at the 
local, state, and national level, and are considered by the federal government to be worth 
preserving.17  
According to the South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office, the most 
important result of listing a site on the National Register is the recognition that the listing 
can bring to a property because private citizens, organizations, and local governments have 
the ability to use this recognition to raise awareness and encourage historic preservation.18 
Additionally, listing sites on the National Register has the ability to increase awareness of 
the social and cultural value of historic properties. Sites listed on the National Register are 
also eligible for some financial incentives and are given limited protection from the impact 
of state or federally assisted projects.19 However, listing a property on the National Register 
does not guarantee that the property will be preserved, and owners of private properties 
listed on the National Register can maintain, alter, manage, or destroy their property as 
long as there is no federal involvement in the property.20 
Before nominations are submitted to the Keeper of the National Register, who was 
given authority by the National Park Service to list properties and determine the eligibility 
                                                
16 "National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (16USC470),” accessed November 12, 2016, 
https://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/nhpa1966.htm.    
17 Ibid. 
18  “National Register of Historic Places,” South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office. 
19 "Listing a Property," South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office, accessed November 12, 2016, 
http://shpo.sc.gov/programs/natreg/Pages/listing.aspx.  
20 Ibid.  
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of properties, the property has to be approved by the State Board of Review. The State 
Board of Review is made up of professionals in the field of architecture, architectural 
history, history, archaeology, and other related fields. The board can recommend a property 
for nomination if the property meets the National Register Criteria.21 
Properties are added to the National Register through nominations submitted by 
U.S. citizens to the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO).22 A property is considered 
to be eligible for listing on the National Register when it meets the National Register 
Criteria for Evaluation established by the National Park Service and when it has the 
property owner’s approval.23 The National Register Criteria for Evaluation are: 
A. Sites that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to 
the broad patterns of our history; or 
B. Sites that are associated with the lives of significant persons in our past; or 
C. Sites that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic 
values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components 
may lack individual distinction; or 
D. Sites that have yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in history 
or prehistory.24 
 
 Additionally, sites, buildings, and structures have to possess integrity of “location, 
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.”25 
Sites that are not eligible for listing on the National Register include:  
 
                                                
21 "State Review Board,” South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office, accessed November 12, 2016, 
http://shpo.sc.gov/PROGRAMS/NATREG/Pages/Board.aspx.  
22 Ibid. 
23 "State Review Board,” South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office. 
24 United States National Park Service, "Section II: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for 
Evaluation, National Register of Historic Places Bulletin (NRB 15)," National Parks Service, accessed 
September 11, 2016, https://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb15/nrb15_2.htm.   
25 Ibid. 
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cemeteries, birthplaces, or graves of historical figures, properties owned by 
religious institutions or used for religious purposes, structures that have been 
moved from their original locations, reconstructed historic buildings, properties 
primarily commemorative in nature, and properties that have achieved significance 
within the past 50 years.26  
 
There are Criteria Considerations that identify exceptions to the sites considered to 
be ineligible for inclusion on the National Register. For example, properties that have 
achieved significance within the past fifty years can qualify for listing on the National 
Register under sub-Criterion Consideration G if they are important parts of districts that 
meet the criteria or if the property is of “exceptional importance.”27  
 The National Park Service uses the criteria to assess nominations to the National 
Register, while both federal agencies and the SHPO utilize the criteria to evaluate historic 
and archaeological resources that may be affected by federally assisted projects. The South 
Carolina SHPO relies on the criteria to evaluate historic and archaeological resources that 
may be directly impacted by projects under the Department of Health and Environmental 
Control’s Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management (DCEC) and DCEC’s 
Division of Mining and Solid Waste Management. Additionally, the South Carolina SHPO 
uses the National Register Criteria to determine eligibility for state rehabilitation tax 
credits.28 Projects on sites associated with LGBTQ history can also qualify for the 
Underrepresented Communities Grant Program, which offers financial assistance for 
                                                
26 26 United States National Park Service, "Section II: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for 
Evaluation.” 
27 Ibid. 
28 "Eligibility," South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office, accessed November 12, 2016, 
http://shpo.sc.gov/programs/natreg/Pages/Eligibility.aspx.    
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projects that support the survey, inventory, and designation of historic communities 
underrepresented on the National Register.29  
 In order for a site to be listed on the National Register, a National Register of 
Historic Places Registration form must be filled out. In total, there are eleven sections on 
the form. The first four items are primarily administrative information and include the 
name of the property, the property’s location, the State and Federal Agency Certification, 
and the National Park Service Certification. The fifth section is the classification of the 
property, which includes information about the ownership of the property, the property 
type, and the number of contributing and non-contributing resources within the property. 
The sixth section contains information about the historic function or use of the property, 
along with the current function(s). Section seven is only to be completed for properties that 
have architectural or historical importance. The first step for this section is to identify the 
architectural classification and materials used on the exterior of the property. The next step 
is to write the “Narrative Description,” which is an opportunity to describe the physical 
characteristics of the property, including the “setting, buildings and other major resources, 
outbuildings, surface and subsurface remains, and landscape features.”30 A summary 
paragraph is used to identify the general characteristics of the property. Then, the 
decorative elements, significant interior features, outbuildings, manmade elements, 
alterations and changes to the property, and deterioration are to be described. In the eighth 
                                                
29 United States National Park Service, “Underrepresented Communities Grant Program,” 2016. 
30 See Appendix B for a blank National Register nomination form. 
United States National Park Service, "How to Complete the National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form: National Register of Historic Places," National Parks Service, accessed February 13, 
2017, https://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/nrb16a/. 
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section, “the Statement of Significance,” the areas of significance, period of significance, 
significant dates, significant person(s), cultural affiliations, and the architect(s)/builder(s) 
are identified. The “Statement of Significance Summary Paragraph” presents an 
opportunity to describe the level(s) of significance, identify the applicable criteria, justify 
the period of significance, and apply any necessary Criteria Considerations. Next, the 
“Narrative Statement of Significance” includes a discussion on the factual history of the 
property as it currently represents important contexts and reflects significant events, 
associations, and characteristics. The ninth section consists of a list of the bibliographic 
references that are used to write the nomination, and the tenth section contains geographical 
data about the property. The last section includes information about the person who 
prepares the National Register of Historic Places Registration form.31  
Methodology 
The first step for identifying the challenges of including LGBTQ sites on the 
National Register was to review the literature on LGBTQ history in Charleston, the 
relationship between the LGBTQ community and historic preservation, and LGBTQ 
history in the United States. This literature is described in the literature review. A Desired 
Past: A Short History of Same-Sex Love in America by Leila J. Rupp; Queer America: A 
People’s GLBT History of the 20th Century by Vicki Eaklor; Understanding and Teaching 
U.S. Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender History edited by Leila J. Rupp and Susan 
K. Freeman; A Queer Capital: A History of Gay Life in Washington, D.C  by Genny 
                                                
31 United States National Park Service, "How to Complete the National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form.” 
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Beemyn; The Gay Revolution: The Story of the Struggle by Lillian Faderman; LGBTQ 
America: A Theme Study of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Queer History 
edited by Megan E. Springate; and Interpreting LGBT History at Museums and Historic 
Sites by Susan Ferentinos were specifically utilized to outline people and events associated 
with discrimination in LGBTQ history in the United States. Some topics associated with 
discrimination against Charleston’s LGBTQ community were identified in “The Real 
Rainbow Row,” by Harlan Greene and Sandra Slater, and the “NCPTT: Lavender 
Landmarks of Charleston, South Carolina” podcast by Mary O’Connell Murphy, Library 
Project Manager at the Schlesinger Library of Harvard University.32 These topics included: 
Harry Hervey, the Candlestick Murder, Dawn Simmons, and cruising. HIV/AIDS was a 
broad topic that was discussed in the literature written or edited by Rupp, Faderman, 
Eaklor, Freeman, Springate, Beemyn, and Ferentinos. Separate keyword searches using the 
terms “HIV” and “AIDS” on “America’s Historical Newspapers” revealed that the Medical 
University of South Carolina (MUSC) and Palmetto AIDS Life Support Services (PALSS) 
played a role in assisting HIV/AIDS patients and their families.33 Advanced search options 
allowed newspapers published in South Carolina after 1983, the year that AIDS was 
discovered, to appear in the results.  
Research was then compiled to create a historical context for each of the identified 
topics. An analysis of primary sources pertaining to each of the topics provided an 
opportunity to not only study discrimination against members of the LGBTQ community 
                                                
32 United States National Park Service, "NCPTT | Lavender Landmarks of Charleston, South Carolina 
(Podcast 55)," National Parks Service, accessed September 16, 2016, 
https://www.ncptt.nps.gov/blog/lavender-landmarks-of-charleston-south-carolina-podcast-episode-55/. 
33 “America’s Historical Newspapers” was found on the Charleston County Main Library’s webpage. 
13  
in Charleston, but also identify specific places that were directly associated with 
discrimination against members of Charleston’s LGBTQ community.  
The primary source materials stored in vertical files and biographical files, which 
were housed in the archives at the South Carolina Room at the Charleston County Public 
Library, proved invaluable. These primary sources expanded on the information discussed 
in “Real Rainbow Row” and “Lavender Landmarks of Charleston.” Information about the 
Candlestick Murder at 14 Queen Street, Dawn Simmons’ house at 56 Society Street, and 
cruising at White Point Garden and Marion Square was found in their respective vertical 
files. Dawn Simmons also had a biographical file in the South Carolina Room.  
Research consultations with Harlan Greene identified important sources that 
contained information about Harry Hervey. These sources were found in the Special 
Collections at Addlestone Library. Greene also identified the book Congai: Mistress of 
Indochine, by Harry Hervey, which was used to create the historical context for Harry 
Hervey.  
Additionally, newspaper articles from The Charleston Evening Post, The News and 
Courier, and The Post and Courier provided more information about the Candlestick 
Murder, cruising, and HIV/AIDS in the Charleston area. These newspaper articles were 
found using “America’s Historical Newspapers” on the Charleston County Public Library 
website.  
Lastly, Dawn Simmons’ three autobiographies and Edward Ball’s biography on 
Simmons were utilized to supplement the sources found in Dawn Simmons’ biographical 
file and 56 Society’s vertical file.  
14  
Each of the historical contexts identified important dates and sites associated with 
the five LGBTQ topics. Additionally, the historical contexts offered detailed information 
about how people or events associated with the sites were connected to discrimination 
against the LGBTQ community in Charleston and, more broadly, discrimination against 
the LGBTQ community in the United States. 
The arguments made by the scholars who published literature on interpreting 
LGBTQ history (Susan Ferentinos, Julia Rose, Gail Dubrow, Lelia J. Rupp, Susan 
Freeman, and Kenneth Turino) were applied to the primary and secondary sources to write 
the historical contexts. The arguments that were considered included: using appropriate 
terminology, writing only factual information, and understanding sexuality and gender 
identity in their historical contexts. Gender and sexuality were also only discussed when 
appropriate and necessary. The information in the historical contexts was based on the idea 
that sexuality and gender identity were socially constructed.  
Next, the National Register nomination process was assessed for the identified sites 
in each of the topics. To identify issues with the National Register process, the National 
Register Registration Form and “How to Complete the National Register Registration 
Form” (National Register Bulletin 16A) were used for each of the sites identified in the 
historical contexts. If an item on the National Register form (as discussed in the “How to 
Complete the National Register Registration Form” National Register Bulletin) could 
prevent the site, or part of a site that is significant for its association to LGBTQ history, 
from being listed on the National Register, then that item was considered a challenge. The 
15  
challenges with the National Register nomination form for every site were identified and 
described in an analysis, which follows the historical context in each chapter.  
The written part of the analysis identified the property address or addresses for each 
case study topic, the criterion the property or properties are eligible to be listed under, and 
a brief explanation of why the property or properties qualify for inclusion on the National 
Register for their association to LGBTQ history. Next, the analysis states if the property 
was listed on the National Register. Then, the challenges for listing the site on the National 
Register (if any) were described. If a challenge was the fifty-year requirement, then a brief 
paragraph explained why the site can still be listed on the National Register under sub-
Criterion Consideration G because the site is of “exceptional importance.”  
In chapter four, common issues were identified and compared before 
recommendations for the National Register nomination process were made. The 
recommendations included ways that the National Register process can be amended so that 
more sites associated with discrimination against the LGBTQ community in Charleston 
can be listed on the National Register. Although these recommendations contain 
information specific to listing sites associated with discrimination against the LGBTQ 
community in Charleston on the National Register, the recommendations can also be 
applicable to other LGBTQ historic sites in the United States, and, more broadly, sites that 
can listed on the National Register for their association to historical people or events.  
The common issues and their respective recommendations were sorted into two 
categories: high priority challenges and recommendations, and procedural impediments. 
The high priority challenges can cause problems for listing other sites significant for their 
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association to historical events and people on the National Register. The procedural 
impediments illustrated opportunities for improving the National Register nomination 








Scholars have only recently begun to explore LGBTQ history in the United States, 
as indicated by the large number of literature published after the 1980s. Similarly, efforts 
to study gender and sexuality in Europe primarily began in the twentieth century, and early 
efforts to understand human sexuality mostly came from European doctors and scientists. 
An extensive amount of literature examined the history of the LGBTQ community in the 
United States. However, only a few scholars have explored LGBTQ history in South 
Carolina, and no books have been published that exclusively focus on LGBTQ history in 
Charleston. Additionally, while the importance of reflecting LGBTQ history on the 
National Register was acknowledged in the literature, scholars offered no insight on 
addressing the challenges of including LGBTQ history on the National Register, likely 
because only a few LGBTQ-related sites are listed on the National Register. Instead, the 
scholarship focused on the interpretation of LGBTQ history at historic sites and museums. 
Several scholars also emphasized the importance of understanding LGBTQ history in its 
historic context and the need to carefully consider LGBTQ terminology when describing 
or interpreting LGBTQ history. Furthermore, the literature revealed that members of the 
LGBTQ community across the United States have made important contributions to historic 
preservation in the United States through various professional and personal experiences. 
An overview of the literature on LGBTQ+ history in the United States was 
discussed before the literature that focused on interpreting and teaching LGBTQ history 
was explored. Next, the National Park Service’s theme study was discussed before the role 
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of the LGBT community in preservation was briefly described. Finally, the scholarship on 
LGBTQ history in Charleston was explored.  
LGBTQ+ History in the United States 
 
The literature on LGBTQ history in the United States served different purposes, 
such as educational purposes and activism for the LGBTQ+ community. Common primary 
sources referenced in the literature included: essays, interviews and oral histories, 
newspaper articles, song lyrics, poems, and photographs. In some instances, secondary 
sources focused exclusively on certain LGBTQ+ topics, including lesbians, transgender 
people, AIDS, McCarthyism and the Lavender Scare, and the Stonewall Inn riots. There 
were common themes that were explored in several of the scholarly sources that provided 
a narrative overview of LGBTQ+ history. These themes included: sodomy laws, the 
Mattachine Society and the Daughters of Bilitis, romantic friendships, Alfred Kinsey’s 
research on sex and sexual identity, the classification and declassification of homosexuality 
as a mental disorder, sexuality and the military during World Wars I and II, the Stonewall 
Inn riots and other riots, police raids on LGBTQ bars, several hate crimes and acts of 
violence against members of the LGBTQ community, the treatment of the LGBTQ 
community during the Cold War, the acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS) and 
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) crisis, intersectionality, and the social and political 
movement for marriage equality and legal recognition. Bayard Rustin, an African-
American activist for civil rights, socialism, and LGBTQ rights, was a common person 
referenced in the literature. Another example of a person commonly referenced in LGBTQ 
literature included Harvey Milk, an openly gay politician in California assassinated by Dan 
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White, who received a short prison sentence for his crime. Senator Joseph McCarthy, who 
claimed that LGBTQ people posed security risks to the federal government, was also 
referenced in several sources. Lastly, Frank Kameny, who was dismissed from his job at 
the Army Map Service due to his sexuality and, consequently, made significant efforts in 
support of LGBTQ rights, was another person discussed in several LGBTQ secondary 
sources. 
Two topics discussed in early LGBTQ literature were the HIV (human 
immunodeficiency virus that causes the acquired immunodeficiency virus) crisis and the 
Stonewall Inn riots. AIDS is a disease that impairs the body’s immune system, and many 
patients of the disease, especially in the earliest known cases, were men who engaged in 
sexual activity with other men.34 The riots at Stonewall Inn are a well-known example of 
resistance against police harassment that was directed towards LGBTQ people. By the end 
of the twentieth century, scholars began to focus less on individual themes in LGBTQ 
history, and shifted to a narrative approach that covered LGBTQ history in the entire the 
United States. Many of the secondary sources focused on LGBTQ history in the twentieth 
century, especially after the 1940s and 1950s, while only a few sources explored LGBTQ 
history before the twentieth century. The literature on the LGBTQ community was valuable 
because the sources contributed to and reflected the current understanding of LGBTQ 
history in the United States and how the literature evolved over time. Furthermore, 
literature on LGBTQ history in the United States was helpful for identifying and assessing 
                                                
34 Susan Ferentinos, Interpreting LGBT History at Museums and Historic Sites, (Lanham, Maryland: 
Rowman & Littlefield, 2015), 86. 
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the significance of places associated with discrimination against Charleston’s LGBTQ 
community because the sources offered insight on broad patterns in U.S. LGBTQ history. 
 An early example of LGBTQ literature in the United States was And the Band 
Played On: Politics, People and the AIDS Epidemic, published in 1987 by Randy Shilts.35 
This source focused exclusively on the first five years of the AIDS crisis in the United 
States, specifically the medical path for AIDS research, stories of AIDS victims and their 
loved ones, the fear of AIDS, the spread of AIDS in communities, physicians’ struggles to 
treat and care for AIDS patients, the research that led to the basic understanding of the 
disease, and the political and cultural response of American society to AIDS. Shilts 
revealed that it took nearly five years after the first symptoms of AIDS appeared before the 
public responded to the AIDS crisis. Shilts argued that this was because physicians and 
scientists perceived little prestige to be gained in studying homosexual medical conditions. 
Additionally, Shilts blamed the Reagan Administration for ignoring scientists and 
physicians, cutting research funds, and misleading Congressional committees. According 
to Shilts, when the funding did eventually increase, health organizations competed for 
prestige, which ultimately delayed the progress of treating AIDS. Shilts also revealed that 
physicians and scientists had little access to the then-current research. Furthermore, Shilts 
emphasized that initially most gay community leaders denied the epidemic existed for 
political reasons, so many LGBTQ community leaders failed to work towards increasing 
funding for research and treatment. Finally, Shilts revealed that the mass media did not 
                                                
35 Randy Shilts was a reporter for the San Francisco Chronicle who was a member of the LGBTQ 
community. He covered many AIDS stories.  
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cover AIDS until the death of celebrity Rock Hudson in 1985, so the public did not receive 
much information about AIDS.36 This source was valuable because Shilts offered an in-
depth analysis of the AIDS crisis in the United States, and highlighted ways that AIDS 
patients experienced discrimination. 
 Another early example of LGBTQ literature was Martin Duberman’s book, 
Stonewall, which focused exclusively on the events during the Stonewall Inn riots in New 
York City.37 Duberman depicted the Stonewall Inn riots from the perspective of four gay 
men and two lesbians, who have different religious and ethnic backgrounds. Therefore, 
Stonewall represented an early approach to understanding the importance of 
intersectionality in LGBTQ history. Duberman argued that the riots at Stonewall Inn were 
caused by a spontaneous expression of gay frustration, along with the refusal of members 
of the LGBTQ community to tolerate police harassment.38 This source was a significant 
contribution to understanding the events at Stonewall Inn, and offered insight on the 
discrimination that members of the LGBTQ community experienced from the police and 
in public settings, such as bars. However, Duberman failed to explore the police 
perspective, which was a limitation to the information provided in the book.  
 In Gay New York: Gender, Urban Culture, and the Making of the Gay Male World 
1890-1940, George Chauncey provided a narrative overview of LGBTQ history in New 
York City, and revealed that the Stonewall Inn riots did not mark the start of gay pride or 
                                                
36 H. Jack Geiger, "Plenty of Blame to Go Around," The New York Times, 1987, accessed September 17, 
2016, http://www.nytimes.com/1987/11/08/books/plenty-of-blame-to-go-around.html?pagewanted=all.   
37 Martin Duberman is a historian, biographer, and gay rights activist. 
38 "Stonewall by Martin Duberman Kirkus Reviews," Kirkus Reviews, accessed September 25, 2016, 
https://www.kirkusreviews.com/book-reviews/martin-duberman/stonewall-2/.  
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gay nightlife in the United States.39 Chauncey argued that before World War II, the 
boundaries between heterosexual and gay behavior amongst working class men were more 
fluid when compared to the attitude towards gay behavior after World War II. Chauncey 
emphasized the importance of place, and explored different types of places associated to 
gay history in New York, which was useful for understanding the types of places associated 
with the LGBTQ community in Charleston, another urban setting.40  
A Queer Capital: A History of Gay Life in Washington, D.C., published by Genny 
Beemyn in 2014, expanded on the information about LGBTQ people in urban settings 
because Beemyn focused on Washington D.C.41 Beemyn covered a broad time period in 
Washington D.C.’s LGBTQ history that spanned from the late nineteenth century to the 
1980s, and ze included a brief discussion of events in the 1990s.42 Important topics that 
Beemyn explored included police harassment targeted towards cruising men in 
Washington D.C., the threat of imprisonment and unemployment during the Lavender 
Scare, and the murder of a transgender woman named Tyra Hunter.43 Beemyn also 
discussed the African-American LGBTQ community, but ze did not fully connect the white 
and African-American LGBTQ histories to each other and did not explore the role of 
intersectionality in Washington, D.C.’s LGBTQ history. Beemyn also used the Furies 
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40 "Gay New York by George Chauncey | Kirkus Reviews," June 15, 1994, accessed October 20, 2016, 
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41 Genny Beemyn has published several books on LGBTQ history, particularly on trans people. Beemyn is 
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Pride at the Trans Policy Clearninghouse. 
42 ‘Ze’ is an example of third-gender pronoun. Beemyn prefers to use the pronoun ‘ze.’ 
43 During the Lavender Scare, many people were dismissed from their jobs in the federal government due 
to their perceived sexuality. 
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Collective, a lesbian feminist separatist collective, to symbolize the entire white lesbian 
community in D.C., and ze did not discuss the post 1950s drag culture in Washington D.C. 
Therefore, Beemyn’s arguments about white lesbians and people who participated in drag 
were broad. Additionally, Beemyn did not elaborate on the direct impact that AIDS had in 
Washington D.C. Important contributions that Beemyn made to the existing scholarship on 
the LGBTQ community in urban settings included: the identification and analysis of the 
public spaces important to LGBTQ people, insight on ways LGBTQ people organized 
communities, and an exploration of the social structure of Washington D.C., which was 
important for understanding the differences between the white LGBTQ community and the 
African-American LGBTQ community.44 
Lillian Faderman’s To Believe in Women: What Lesbians Have Done for America-
A History (1999) was a strong example of literature that focused on the role of lesbians in 
LGBTQ history, which had not previously been thoroughly explored in LGBTQ literature. 
45 Faderman described the lesbian influence in the women’s suffrage movement, abolition, 
settlement houses, women’s unionizing efforts, women’s education, and medicine. 
However, sexual orientation was not necessarily a factor in Faderman’s identification of 
lesbians. Instead, Faderman classified lesbians as women who had close and committed 
relationships with other women. Many of the women Faderman identified as lesbians were 
also single or lived with female companions, and many of these women did not have 
                                                
44 Phillip Clark, "‘A Queer Capital: A History of Gay Life in Washington, D.C.' By Genny Beemyn," 
Lamda Literary, December 1, 2014, accessed October 22, 2016, 
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children. Therefore, Faderman’s arguments were limited because it was not known if these 
women identified themselves as lesbians, and it was not clear if anyone outside of these 
women’s social circles knew about their intimate relationships with other women.46 
Faderman’s research was valuable because Faderman focused on the role of women and 
lesbians in LGBTQ history, when previous literature focused more on men.  
David K. Johnson highlighted the treatment of the LGBTQ community during the 
Cold War in The Lavender Scare: The Cold War Persecution of Gays and Lesbians in the 
Federal Government (2004).47 Johnson focused primarily on the 1950s, and argued that 
the government’s repressive attitude towards the LGBTQ community helped unite LGBTQ 
people due to shared experiences of oppression, which formed the basis for the modern gay 
civil rights movement and led many people to identify themselves by their gender and 
sexual expressions. Johnson revealed that gay men and lesbians were regarded by the 
government as security risks because the government believed that Soviet agents could 
blackmail them. Therefore, the federal government prioritized the removal of gay men and 
lesbians from government positions. Johnson argued that during the Eisenhower 
Administration, the removal of gay men and lesbians from government positions reached 
its peak, and some members of the LGBT community were institutionalized as a result of 
their sexuality. 48 Johnson’s contribution to the literature on LGBTQ history in the United 
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Fabric," The New York Times On the Web, October 3, 1999, accessed September 19, 2016, 
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47 David Johnson was a history professor at the University of South Florida, specializing on the history of 
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States was important because he focused exclusively on the Lavender Scare and the direct 
impact of the Lavender Scare on the LGBTQ community. Additionally, Johnson revealed 
the important role of politics throughout LGBTQ history. 
Transgender History (2008), written by Susan Stryker, was significant because 
Stryker explored the history of transgender people, which had been largely overlooked by 
scholars. Stryker provided a narrative overview that focused on the roles of biomedicine, 
art, grassroots organizations, street organizations, academic literature, and nonprofit 
organizations in transgender history from the 1850s to the early 2000s.49 Stryker argued 
that trans people were one of the most vulnerable groups to social and legal regulations and 
violence. Additionally, Stryker revealed that other feminists and lesbian, gay, bisexual, and 
queer activists were not always accepting and inclusive of the transgender community. 
However, Stryker stated that, as of the mid-2000s, there was growing acceptance of the 
trans community.50 Stryker’s work was significant because she focused exclusively on 
transgender history in the United States, which had not previously been thoroughly focused 
on in LGBTQ scholarship. 
A Desired Past: A Short History of Same-Sex Love in America (1999), by Leila J. 
Rupp, offered an early example of a narrative-based approach to LGBTQ history in the 
United States, which began with early American history and concluded at the end of the 
twentieth century. Rupp included brief discussions on gender crossing in early America, 
sodomy laws, romantic friendships, the sexuality of cowboys and prostitutes, the 
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emergence of sub groups, antigay policies in the military and civilian sectors of the 
government, raids on gay bars (starting in the 1950s), the Stonewall Inn riots, lesbian 
feminists, transmen and transwomen, and resistance against equality for lesbians and gay 
men in the 1990s. Additionally, Rupp discussed the intersectionality of African-American, 
Native American, and European Americans, Latino Americans, and Asian Americans, and 
contributed to the idea that intersectionality was important in LGBT history, which was 
previously discussed by Duberman.51 Rupp’s book was valuable because she illustrated 
broad patterns in LGBTQ history, which included events of discrimination against the 
LGBTQ community. Since the book was published in 1991, more recent events in LGBTQ 
history are not discussed. 
While Rupp briefly explored early LGBTQ history in the United States, Long 
Before Stonewall: Histories of Same-Sex Sexuality in Early America (2007), edited by 
Thomas Foster, focused on LGBTQ history before the Stonewall Inn riots in 1969.52 The 
topics explored in Long Before Stonewall included: Native-Spanish sexual relations 
between men, sodomy and sodomy laws in colonial New England, the LGBTQ behavior 
in Quaker communities, crossdressing in early America, hermaphrodites, LGBTQ 
pornography and erotica, and sexual relationships between white men and African-
American men. However, the relationships between European and Native Americans and 
the influence of migration on sexuality were overlooked.53 The information in this source 
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expanded on the understanding of early LGBTQ history in the United States, which 
previously had not been fully explored. 
In 2011, Michael Bronski published A Queer History of the United States, which 
covered LGBTQ history from before 1942 to the 2000s.54 Like Rupp’s A Desired Past and 
Foster’s Long Before Stonewall, Bronski provided a narrative of LGBTQ history that began 
with Colonial America. However, not only did Bronski’s description portray members of 
the LGBT community as insurgents, but Bronski also implied that the mere existence of 
the LGBT community was rebellious. One limitation of A Queer History of the United 
States was that Bronski assigned LGBTQ+ labels to people who may not have labeled 
themselves as such, just like Faderman did in To Believe in Women.55 Bronski’s A Queer 
History of the United States was an important contribution to understanding the 
development of LGBTQ history in the United States because Bronski’s narrative on 
LGBTQ history began before the twentieth century. 
Queer America: A People’s GLBT History of the United States, by Vicki L. Eaklor, 
was also published in 2011.56 Eaklor focused exclusively on LGBTQ history during the 
twentieth century. One of Eaklor’s strengths was her focus on how legislation affected 
LGBT people in the United States. Eaklor also illustrated ways that events around the world 
shaped LGBTQ history in the United States. Additionally, Eaklor discussed the different 
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political and social roles of LGBTQ Americans. Eaklor argued that the LGBT community 
was diverse and consequently difficult to define due to intersectionality, which included 
differences in class culture, education, career paths, and political affiliation.57 Eaklor’s 
arguments on the importance intersectionality paralleled the discussion on intersectionality 
described in Rupp’s A Desired Past and Duberman’s Stonewall. Eaklor contributed to the 
scholarship that focused on LGBTQ history during the 20th century and the importance of 
intersectionality. 
In September 2015, Lillian Faderman published The Gay Revolution: The Story of 
Struggle, where she provided a narrative of LGBTQ history from 1948 to 2012. Therefore, 
Faderman focused on a time period similar to the time period previously explored by 
Bronski. Faderman covered topics that were also previously discussed by Eaklor, Bronski, 
and Rupp. However, unlike the other scholars that provided a narrative-based approach to 
LGBTQ history, Faderman paid particular attention to the role of women and lesbians in 
LGBTQ history. Additionally, Faderman identified antagonists and protagonists in 
LGBTQ history, and described the contributions of people who were not members of the 
LGBTQ community. One limitation to The Gay Revolution was that people who were 
transgender were only briefly discussed.58 
Margot Canaday wrote The Straight State: Sexuality and Citizenship in the 
Twentieth Century America (2009), which demonstrated the significant role that the federal 
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government played in shaping the category and definition of homosexuality, particularly 
through immigration, the military, and welfare.59 Canaday argued that the growth of the 
government resulted in a more explicit focus on policing sexuality, which ultimately 
excluded homosexuals from being recognized and treated as U.S. citizens. Furthermore, 
Canaday claimed that the growth of the state governments influenced the definition of 
homosexuality.60 While Canaday did not thoroughly discuss earlier events in LGBTQ 
history that might have influenced the government’s actions and attitudes towards the 
LGBTQ community, she did expand on previous arguments regarding the significant role 
that the government played in LGBTQ history. Canaday also illustrated several instances 
where members of the LGBTQ community experienced discrimination from the 
government. 
Interpreting and Teaching LGBTQ History 
The literature on teaching and interpreting LGBTQ history at historic sites emerged 
after Stonewall Inn was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1999. The 
overall focus of this literature was to offer guidance for interpreting history at historic sites 
and historic house museums, instead of including LGBTQ historic sites on the National 
Register. All of the scholars emphasized the need to incorporate LGBTQ history at historic 
sites, museums, and in schools as a response to the public’s desire to diversify the 
understanding of American history and legitimize the LGBTQ community and LGBTQ 
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history. Additionally, scholars agreed that there was an expectation from visitors and 
students to keep history relevant, and including LGBTQ topics at historic sites and in 
museums was determined to be an opportunity to keep historic sites and museums relevant.  
Susan Ferentinos and Julia Rose argued that interpreting LGBTQ history in 
museums and historic sites was also a way to attract larger audiences. Additionally, Gail 
Dubrow, Susan Ferentinos, Kenneth Turino, and Julia Rose agreed that sexuality and 
gender identity should be understood in their historic contexts when teaching and 
interpreting LGBTQ history. Furthermore, there was agreement amongst all of the scholars 
that gender expression and sexuality were socially and culturally constructed, therefore 
gender and sexuality should be portrayed as such when interpreting and teaching LGBTQ 
history. Susan Ferentinos and Kenneth Turino both emphasized that sexuality and gender 
expressions should only be discussed when they are relevant to the person, place, or event. 
Additionally, Ferentinos and Turino identified one of the major challenges for interpreting 
LGBTQ history as the use of appropriate LGBTQ terminology.  
 Gail Dubrow wrote a chapter in Restoring Women’s History through Historic 
Preservation (2002), which was titled “Blazing Trails with Pink Triangles and Rainbow 
Flags: Improving the Preservation and Interpretation of Gay and Lesbian Heritage.” In this 
chapter, Dubrow argued that there was a need to include the gay and lesbian community in 
the historic preservation movement by documenting the contributions of gay and lesbian 
Americans to historic preservation.61 Dubrow identified ways to improve the preservation 
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and interpretation of gay and lesbian history as: reinterpreting existing landmarks to 
provide a more accurate and complete representation of gay and lesbian history, amending 
existing landmark nominations, revising the interpretive programs at historic properties, 
and identifying previously undesignated properties in thematic surveys.62 
Dubrow described the reasons that have discouraged gay and lesbian 
preservationists from organizing to promote the interests of the lesbian and gay community 
in historic preservation as “fear, isolation, caution about being pigeonholed, and an 
alienating ethic of professionalism.”63 Dubrow revealed that several gay and lesbian 
preservationists did not like how lesbian and gay heritage was represented at historic 
properties. Consequently, lesbian and gay preservationists were likely to become the 
principal advocates for improving the protection and interpretation of lesbian and gay 
heritage.64 
 According to Dubrow, preservationists and historians had a professional 
responsibility to be honest about the past through assisting the public in distinguishing the 
differences between “acknowledging historical reality and placing a government stamp of 
approval on it.”65 However, Dubrow also emphasized that sexuality should only be 
mentioned if it was relevant and if what sexuality meant in a particular time and place was 
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explored. Furthermore, Dubrow argued that the ability to understand gay and lesbian 
history depended on the ability to illustrate how sexuality was socially and culturally 
constructed. Lastly, Dubrow also stated that many places associated with the lesbian and 
gay community currently meet the fifty year requirement for being listed on the National 
Register, but these sites were not recognized on the National Register for their association 
to LGBT history.66  
Dubrow’s identification of building typologies that were important to LGBTQ 
history was useful for determining what types of sites in Charleston were important to 
LGBTQ history. Additionally, Dubrow supported the idea of recognizing more sites on the 
National Register of Historic Places. 
Kenneth Turino and Susan Ferentinos published an article, “Entering the 
Mainstream, Interpreting GLBT History,” in History News in September 2012.67  In this 
article, Turino and Ferentinos described four challenges for interpreting gay, lesbian, 
bisexual, and transgender history. The first challenge focused on institutions that had 
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policies against discussing sexual topics. This idea expanded on Dubrow’s argument that 
LGBTQ history could decrease professionalism, which was identified by Turino and 
Ferentinos a reason why institutions implemented policies against including sexual topics. 
A second challenge was identified as the lack of documentation of gender and sexuality. 
To address this challenge, Turino and Ferentinos concurred with Dubrow when they 
recommended explaining how sexuality and gender identity were understood during the 
relevant time period. Furthermore, Turino and Ferentinos also suggested presenting only 
the facts about what is known and not known about a historical figure’s gender identity and 
sexuality.  A third challenge introduced by Turino and Ferentinos was the use of modern 
labels on historical figures. Turino and Ferentinos believed that this challenge could be 
solved by using labels that were not divisive. Another new challenge Turino and Ferentinos 
emphasized was the pressure from stakeholders to avoid controversial topics because 
LGBTQ history could be understood as an invasion of privacy, offensive to the public, or 
an uncomfortable topic to interpret. Furthermore, family members might not want the 
sexuality of the person to be disclosed to the public.68 
Turino and Ferentinos claimed that although historical organizations were 
beginning to represent a more sexually diverse past, the progress in illustrating sexual 
diversity at historic sites was inconsistent. Similar to Dubrow, Turino and Ferentinos 
understood LGBTQ interpretations as an opportunity to create new paths of inquiry in 
understanding American history. Turino and Ferentinos also emphasized that the public 
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opinion of the LGBTQ community was shifting to become more supportive and accepting 
of LGBTQ rights throughout the United States, and they viewed the shift in public opinion 
as an opportunity to include more LGBTQ interpretations at historic sites.69  
This article was valuable because Turino and Ferentinos emphasized the need to 
expand the interpretation at historic sites to recognize LGBTQ history, and explored the 
benefits of recognizing LGBTQ history at historic sites. Not only did Turino and Ferentinos 
identify some of the challenges in addressing terminology and the reaction of stakeholders, 
but they also explored ways to address those challenges. 
Leila J. Rupp and Susan K. Freeman edited U.S. Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and 
Transgender History (2014), which was a series of essays that revealed different LGBT 
topics to cover in schools, and exemplified ways to approach teaching LGBT topics.70 This 
book was specifically designed for United States history teachers at the secondary or 
university level, and for other teachers who wanted to integrate LGBT history into 
curriculums. U.S. Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender History was written to 
illustrate ways that LGBT history could complement the traditional historical narratives 
taught in schools.71 
 In the introductory chapter, “The Ins and Outs of U.S. History: Introducing Students 
to a Queer Past,” Freeman and Rupp revealed that the LGBT community captured the 
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attention of the American public through journalism, politics, entertainment, and social 
media. Freeman and Rupp’s argument reinforced Turino’s and Frentinos’ statement that 
the American public opinion about LGBT history and the LGBTQ community was 
changing. Freeman and Rupp also agreed with Ferentinos and Turino’s argument that 
society shaped the way that sexual desire, sexual practice, and sexuality identities were 
understood throughout American history. Furthermore, Freeman and Rupp concurred with 
Ferentinos, Duberman, and Eaklor that intersectionality and the variability of multiple 
identities were shaped simultaneously by gender, sexuality, race, ethnicity, class, 
nationality, age, and disability.72 
 Freeman and Rupp emphasized that same-sex sexual desire did not always mean 
someone was labeled as a member of the LGBT community, and that men and women did 
not always have to conceal their sexuality. Additionally, Freeman and Rupp argued that 
changing gender and sexual identities was not a recent phenomenon, and that, in a variety 
of historic contexts, same-sex sexuality was socially acceptable.73 
 In the chapter “Outing the Past: U.S. Queer History in Global Perspective,” Rupp 
claimed that students generally assumed LGBT history reflected a story of progress from 
a bad past to a better present because of the current wide-scale acceptance of LGBT people 
from younger generations in the United States. However, Rupp argued that this idea was 
inaccurate. Additionally, Rupp claimed that the creation of a category of homosexuality in 
the late nineteenth century marked the development of an identity based on sexual object 
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choice, which later became widely accepted as a trait or characteristic, instead of a behavior 
a person might engage in.74 
 This book was valuable because the authors identified themes, people, and events 
that were important in LGBTQ history and offered guidance on how to interpret LGBTQ 
topics. The arguments made in this book were particularly useful for writing the historical 
contexts for the identified topics in the proceeding chapters. 
In 2015, Susan Ferentinos published Interpreting LGBT History at Museums and 
Historic Sites, where she emphasized the importance of interpreting LGBTQ history 
despite the challenges, provided a historical overview of LGBT history, discussed the 
interpretation of LGBT history at museums and historic sites through three case studies, 
and, finally, suggested ways to include LGBT history in historic site interpretations. 
Ferentinos emphasized that interpreters should approach the task of determining 
appropriate terminology by consulting stakeholders, representatives of the LGBT 
community, and historians knowledgeable about how the meaning of LGBTQ terminology 
changed and developed over time. Similar to Dubrow, Ferentinos emphasized the 
importance of consulting with the institution’s stakeholders. According to Ferentinos, a 
background in queer theory was not essential for interpreting LGBT history to the public, 
but she, like Dubrow, stressed that it was important to understand the idea that sexual 
understanding and expression were socially constructed.75 
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Similar to Dubrow, Ferentinos revealed that she believed that historical 
organizations, museums, and historic sites had a social and cultural responsibility to present 
a full and accurate representation of the past. Furthermore, Ferentinos also agreed with 
Dubrow that including LGBT interpretation could diversify and expand audiences and 
collections, and could give visibility to a group of people who have been erased and 
marginalized in the larger American culture. Ferentinos reinforced the idea that sexuality 
was a legitimate lens to study the past because she argued that sexuality offered insight on 
issues of power in society and intersects with race, class, and gender.76 
Ferentinos agreed with Turino when she claimed that gender and sexuality were 
fluid categories that depended on time and place to contextualize their meanings. 
Therefore, Ferentinos argued that gender and sexuality had different meanings in different 
time periods. Ferentinos added to this idea when she suggested that interpreters also needed 
to consider culture, subculture, and verifiable information. These three factors, when 
considered together, allowed the sexual and gender identities of historical figures to be 
understood in a way that would have been recognized by other people in that era. 
Additionally, Ferentinos revealed that love and affection could not be assumed to indicate 
a sexual relationship between people.77   
Ferentinos concluded her book by stating that people with a non-normative sexual 
and gender identity have a long history of being misrepresented in the past, so Ferentinos 
recommended that the LGBT community be involved in LGBTQ interpretations in some 
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form. Ferentinos also indicated that historical content might be perceived as disturbing or 
traumatizing to some people, and she revealed that difficult history could spark a range of 
audience reactions to LGBT programming. Ferentinos believed that these reactions could 
be difficult to predict.78  
Ferentinos’ arguments about approaching language, terminology, and 
understanding LGBTQ in different historical contexts was vital for interpreting LGBTQ 
history and writing the historical context and analysis for the topics in the proceeding 
chapters. Not only did Ferentinos identify several challenges to consider when writing the 
historical context, but she also offered useful suggestions on how to overcome those 
challenges. 
Interpreting Difficult History at Museums and Historic Sites, which was published 
by Julia Rose in 2016, addressed how to reflect histories of oppression, violence, and 
trauma at historic sites and in museums.79 Rose’s book was a response to Ferntinos’ 
concern that LGBTQ history could be traumatizing to the public. Rose supported difficult 
history interpretations at historic sites and museums because difficult histories served as 
necessary tools for understanding the present conditions.80 Rose emphasized that the 
current movement to interpret difficult histories, including the efforts to reveal the histories 
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of marginalized groups, was a positive indicator that the larger society recognized the value 
of oppressed, underprivileged, and minority populations.81  
Rose not only viewed the resistance of visitors as a natural response to difficult 
histories, but, according to Rose, resistance was also part of the learning process. Rose also 
argued that difficult histories should not be avoided due to concern about resistance from 
visitors and workers because this would lead to missed learning opportunities.82  
Rose introduced the argument that interpretations of difficult histories required the 
delivery of interpretations to be sensitive, ethical, and responsible. Rose also recommended 
that interpretations use an active voice, instead of a passive voice, because the active voice 
demonstrated the presence of the historical individual or group, whereas the passive voice 
tended to erase people or events. Furthermore, Rose claimed that historical statistics could 
be biased and oral histories were sometimes misleading because witness’s testimonies 
relied on unreliable memories. However, Rose revealed that historical statistics could be 
useful when they are used to describe the scope and impact of violence or oppression. 
Another recommendation Rose offered, which was also previously discussed by 
Ferentinos, Turino, and Dubrow, was the use of stakeholders, such as outside historians, 
other professionals, and descendants of people associated with the difficult history, to 
review interpretation drafts and to help provide diverse perspectives for representations. A 
last suggestion Rose provided was that history workers needed to be informed about how 
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the difficult history and its symbols evolved over time and relate to current issues, which 
reinforced the importance of understanding LGBTQ history in its historic context.83  
Interpreting Difficult History at Museums and Historic Sites was valuable because 
Rose offered insight on how difficult events in LGBTQ history could be discussed and 
interpreted. Furthermore, the arguments made by Rose were applicable to a wide-range of 
topics, including war, slavery, massacres, prejudice, and discrimination. However, the 
interpretation of the difficult events in LGBTQ history was only minimally discussed.  
LGBTQ Heritage Initiative Theme Study 
 In October 2016, the National Park Service published the LGBTQ Heritage Theme 
Study, which created a basis in support of the preservation and nomination of LGBTQ 
heritage sites along with the interpretation of LGBTQ history at historic places and 
museums. The purpose of the theme study was to: increase the number of sites associated 
with LGBTQ history listed on the National Register, identify and document LGBTQ 
National Historic Landmarks, encourage the preservation and recognition of LGBTQ 
historic properties, and promote the interpretation of LGBTQ history at historic sites. 
Furthermore, the theme study offered guidance on how to use the National Register of 
Historic Places and the National Historic Landmarks programs to recognize LGBTQ 
places. The theme study incorporated a discussion on how to address LGBTQ history at 
historic sites and emphasized the importance of interpreting LGBTQ history at historic 
sites. Additionally, Megan Springate, the Prime Consultant for the Initiative for the 
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National Park Foundation, emphasized the importance of including negative and difficult 
history events in LGBTQ history on the National Register.84 
 The theme study was valuable because several topics, people, places, and events 
that were considered by the National Park Service to be historically significant were 
identified. This information was useful for evaluating how the places, people, and events 
affiliated with discrimination against the LGBTQ community in Charleston fit into broad 
patterns of LGBTQ history. Additionally, the emphasis placed on recognizing difficult 
history on the National Register formed the basis of this research on discrimination against 
members of the LGBTQ community in Charleston. However, the theme study did not 
recommend that specific sites be listed on the National Register, and did not discuss 
specific property types associated with LGBTQ history. Furthermore, the LGBTQ Heritage 
Initiative covered a broad scope of people and events in LGBTQ history, and did not 
provide detailed information on significant people and events in LGBTQ history. The 
LGBTQ Heritage Initiative primarily assessed the significance of LGBTQ sites and 
identified sites that can be listed on the National Register, but did not identify the 
challenges for including LGBTQ sites on the National Register or offer insight on how to 
address the challenges. 
LGBTQ Involvement in Historic Preservation 
 In A Passion to Preserve: Gay Men as Keepers of Culture (2004), Will Fellows 
illustrated the various roles gay men played in historic preservation as a way to 
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acknowledge the contributions gay men made to American culture.85 Dubrow previously 
acknowledged that members of the LGBTQ community made significant contributions in 
the field of historic preservation, however Fellows offered more detailed information about 
the role gay men had in historic preservation through oral testimonies.86  
In his research, Fellows discovered that gay men were especially interested in 
restoring broken and neglected buildings, and Fellows argued that gay men demonstrated 
the ability to envision a building or object as it once existed. The oral testimonies revealed 
that gay men were involved in establishing and participating in various historic 
preservation or historical organizations. Fellows also revealed that gay men worked on 
numerous restoration projects, especially on abandoned houses that took on Queen Anne, 
Victorian, and Gothic Revival architectural styles. Fellows demonstrated that during 
restoration projects gay men paid special attention to the interior decoration and features 
of historic structures. Furthermore, Fellows emphasized that professionally, several gay 
men had or currently have careers in the field of historic preservation.87 
Fellows’ research was valuable because he offered insight into the role gay men 
play in historic preservation, and illustrated the types of places and architectural styles that 
gay men were interested in preserving. Additionally, Fellows highlighted the contributions 
of the gay community in historic preservation. However, Fellows did not describe the 
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contributions to historic preservation from members of the lesbian, bisexual, transgender, 
and queer community. Additionally, men were identified as gay partially based off of 
surmises about their sexuality, so some men may have been identified as gay who did not 
consider themselves members of the LGBTQ community. 
LGBTQ History in Charleston 
 The literature on LGBTQ history in Charleston was valuable because several sites 
that were directly and indirectly associated to LGBTQ history were identified. Many of the 
sites discussed in the literature were associated with writers, historians, and historic 
preservationists, or were public gathering places. However, the narrative of LGBTQ 
history in Charleston was incomplete, and there was some uncertainty about the accuracy 
of the information provided in the literature. Furthermore, many of the secondary sources 
about LGBTQ history in Charleston omitted detailed information and, instead, provided 
broad information about places, people, and events in Charleston’s LGBTQ history. In 
some instances, educated guesses were made about a person’s sexuality or gender 
expression. The literature about LGBTQ history in Charleston was published recently 
(after 2014), however James Sears recognized Charleston (although not exclusively) in the 
early 1990s. 
 In 1991, James Sears published Growing Up Gay in the South: Race, Gender, and 
Journeys of the Spirit. Through a collection of oral testimonies, Sears explored the 
childhood and adolescent experiences of 36 African-American and white lesbians and gay 
men who grew up in different cities, suburbs, and rural areas in the south. Sears also 
provided a brief commentary that contextualized each of the oral testimonies. Growing Up 
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Gay in the South was the first book to address LGBTQ history in the American south. 
While Sears did not explicitly address the LGBTQ community in Charleston, he made 
some references to Charleston.88  
In 1997, James Sears wrote a chapter in Carryin’ On in the Lesbian and Gay South, 
which was titled “Race, Class, Gender, and Sexuality in Pre-Stonewall Charleston.” In this 
chapter, Sears focused exclusively on Gordon Langley Hall/Dawn Simmons. Sears argued 
that although Hall underwent a sex reassignment surgery, Hall was still accepted by the 
Charleston elite because of her wealth and property. However, according to Sears, 
Simmons’ marriage to an African-American man was not accepted by the Charleston elite, 
which ultimately forced Simmons out of the city.89 Sears contributed to understanding the 
LGBTQ community in Charleston by discussing Gordon Langley Hall/Dawn Simmons. 
Sears’ insight was useful because he contextualized Simmons by discussing the role of 
intersectionality, racial relations, and the significance of Simmons’ sexual modification 
surgery.  
A 2014 episode transcript of the Preservation Technology podcast, titled “Lavender 
Landmarks of Charleston,” included a discussion with Mary O’Connell Murphy, Library 
Project Manager at the Schlesinger Library of Harvard University, about LGBT historic 
sites in Charleston, South Carolina, along with a walking tour brochure. The walking tour 
brochure identified five sites related to LGBT history in Charleston. The tour was 
organized in chronological order. The five sites were: Laura Bragg’s former house, 
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Charleston’s Club 49, the house of the Candlestick Murder, Gordon Langley Hall/Dawn 
Simmons’ former house, and the Arcade Theater and Nightclub. However, there were no 
sources referenced in this brochure, so the origins and accuracy of the information was not 
known.90 
 Harlan Greene and Sandra Slater created the “The Real Rainbow Row: Charleston’s 
Queer History” project, which was an online exhibit of LGBT affiliated sites in 
Charleston.91 Greene and Slater revealed that there was no history of homosexuality written 
about Charleston. Consequently, Greene and Slater explored some of the places in 
Charleston associated with LGBT history. Some of the people, events, and sites identified 
and described in the exhibit included Dawn Simmons’ house at 56 Society Street, cruising 
at Marion Square and White Point Garden, the Candlestick Murder at 14 Queen Street, 
Harry Hervey’s house at 89 East Bay Street, and Harry Hervey’s apartment at 141-145 
Church Street.92  
7 Gibbes Street, 14 Queen Street, and 56 Society Street were identified in both the 
walking tour brochure and in the exhibit. The sites identified in the podcast, the walking 
tour brochure, and the online exhibit were valuable because some sites associated with 
discrimination against Charleston’s LGBTQ history were identified and their significance 
was briefly discussed. 
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Harlan Greene wrote an article in Beau Magazine, titled “Roots: Opening the 
Archive” (2015). In this article, Greene repeated much of the same information that was 
found in the Rainbow History Project. However, Greene provided more background 
information on several of the people in Charleston’s LGBTQ history, such as John Zeigler, 
Edwin Peacock, and Africa (a drag queen).93 Furthermore, Greene introduced more people 
in Charleston’s LGBTQ history, such as Leonard Matlovich and Blanche Boyd. Greene 
also identified more LGBTQ bars in Charleston. Lastly, Greene detailed the founding of 
Palmetto Aids Life Support in Charleston, which was useful for understanding the impact 
that AIDS had on Charleston’s LGBTQ community.94  
Dawn Simmons wrote three autobiographies during her lifetime, which were useful 
for writing the historical context on Dawn Simmons. Simmons’ first autobiography, Man 
into Woman: A Transsexual Autobiography was published in 1970. In this autobiography, 
Simmons argued that she was born a transsexual, however she did indicate that her breasts 
grew before her sex surgery. Furthermore, Simmons revealed that she had dated John-Paul 
for two years before they got married. Simmons also claimed that she was pregnant and 
had a miscarriage, but Simmons and her husband also discussed adopting children. 
Although the foreclosure of their house on Society Street was mentioned, there was no 
mention of Simmons and her husband moving or being forced to move from their house. 
Simmons’ first biography ended when Dawn Simmons and her husband, John-Paul 
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Simmons, held their wedding ceremony in England. Therefore, events that occurred later 
on in Simmons’ life, such as the birth of Natasha, were not discussed.95 
Dawn Simmons’ second autobiography, All for Love, was published in 1975. This 
autobiography covered events in Dawn Simmons’ life until she and Natasha moved to 
Catskill, New York. The events described in this autobiography included Simmons’ initial 
move to Charleston, the surgery at Johns Hopkins hospital, her marriage to John-Paul 
Simmons, her miscarriage, and the birth of her daughter, Natasha. In this autobiography, 
Simmons claimed to have been born with deformed genital organs, and stated that she 
experienced bleedings as a teenager and grew breasts before her surgery at Johns Hopkins 
hospital. Furthermore, Simmons revealed that she had an x-ray taken that indicated that 
Simmons had a vaginal passageway, and the surgery was meant to open the passageway 
and create vaginal lips. Simmons also highlighted her husband’s extramarital affairs, which 
had not been discussed in Man into Woman.96 
Lastly, Simmons’ third autobiography was Dawn, A Charleston Legend (1995). In 
this autobiography, Dawn Simmons argued that she was assigned the wrong sex at birth. 
However, Simmons did not claim to have been born a transsexual as she previously did in 
Man into Woman. Additionally, Simmons emphasized that she gave birth to Natasha, and 
revealed that she was also pregnant on two other occasions. Simmons also acknowledged 
that her husband, John Paul, had extramarital affairs and had at least one other child from 
another woman, which had been briefly discussed in All for Love. Furthermore, Simmons 
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described multiple places where Simmons and Natasha lived while in Charleston and New 
York. Dawn, A Charleston Legend ended when Simmons was still living in New York, 
before she moved back to Charleston. Therefore, Simmons described more events in her 
life in Dawn, A Charleston Legend than she did in her other two autobiographies.97 
Simmons’ last autobiography was valuable because Simmons gave a personal account of 
her life and covered events in her life after she moved from Charleston. The abuse and 
discrimination that Simmons experienced, which were described in detail in this 
autobiography, were especially valuable for understanding the impact that discrimination 
had on Simmons and her family. 
In 2004, Edward Ball published a biography about Dawn Simmons called 
Peninsula of Lies, where he challenged some of the information that Dawn Simmons stated 
in her autobiographies. Ball argued that Simmons reinvented herself multiple times 
throughout her life, and Ball revealed several instances where he believed that Simmons 
exaggerated, exposed half-truths, and provided misleading information. These instances 
included Simmons’ sex surgery and the birth of her daughter, Natasha. Ball challenged 
Simmons previous statements by claiming that she was born a man and was not physically 
able to give birth. Furthermore, Ball revealed that Simmons’ surgery was a sex-
reassignment surgery. Ball also illustrated a few conflicting accounts about who Natasha’s 
biological mother was, including rumors about Simmons paying to adopt Natasha and an 
account from her husband, John Paul Simmons, who stated that Natasha was biologically 
his child born from a different mother. Ball described his research methodology, which 
                                                
97 Dawn Simmons, “Dawn: A Charleston Legend,” Charleston, SC: Wyrick & Company, 1995. 
49  
included interviews with Simmons’ husband and daughter, Simmons’ friends, transgender 
people, and someone who had sexual relations with Gordon Hall.98 This source was 
valuable because Ball offered an outsider’s perspective on Simmons’ life and challenged 
previous claims made by Simmons, which was taken into consideration when writing the 
historical context about Dawn Simmons. 
Conclusion 
The scholarship has shifted from focusing exclusively on thematic topics in 
LGBTQ history towards providing a narrative of LGBTQ history in the United States. The 
literature has also emphasized the importance of discussing intersectionality and including 
a focus on all members of the LGBTQ community, regardless of sex, gender identity, race, 
age, and religion. Furthermore, the literature revealed that recent scholarship in historic 
preservation has begun to focus on LGBTQ heritage in the United States, with a particular 
emphasis on LGBTQ interpretation at historic sites and museums along with the roles of 
LGBTQ members in historic preservation. The National Park Service’s LGBTQ Heritage 
Initiative, which was recently published, indicated that the National Park Service and 
history and historic preservation professionals have not only recognized the importance of 
increasing the number of LGBTQ sites on the National Register, but they have also actively 
made efforts to increase the number of LGBTQ sites listed on the National Register by 
educating the American public about LGBTQ history and identifying significant LGBTQ 
sites throughout the United States. However, no literature provided insight as to why there 
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were only ten LGBTQ sites listed on the National Register. Additionally, while both South 
Carolina and Charleston’s LGBTQ history has been briefly recognized in the literature, 
discriminatory events in Charleston’s LGBTQ history were only briefly acknowledged. 
The narrative of LGBTQ history in both Charleston and South Carolina was also largely 
incomplete. The research that follows provides more detailed information about some of 
the discriminatory events against LGBTQ people in Charleston, which helps complete the 
narrative of LGBTQ history in Charleston and South Carolina. An analysis of the National 
Register nomination process also identifies and explores issues that could prevent LGBTQ-
related sites from being recognized on the National Register, which has not been explored 
by scholars.99 
  
                                                
99 To learn more about LGBTQ history, see: 






Five topics in Charleston’s LGBTQ history were utilized as case studies to identify 
sites in Charleston associated with LGBTQ history. The five topics were: Harry Hervey, 
the Candlestick Murder, Dawn Simmons, cruising, and HIV/AIDS. A total of sixteen sites 
were identified in the case studies. The image below illustrates where each of the case study 
sites are located in peninsular Charleston. The location of each site was marked with a star. 
The legend indicates the case study topic that is associated with each color. 
Figure 1. Map of the Case Study Sites. Created by author. 
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Each of the case study topics were associated with at least one broad event in 
LGBTQ history. The broad events were: censoring LGBTQ content in the performing arts, 
sexuality and the military, the Lavender Scare, cruising, and HIV/AIDS. 
Censoring LGBTQ Content in the Performing Arts 
As a result of the desire to establish social and sexual order throughout the United 
States, theatrical performances were censored across the country. For example, in New 
York, the Padlock Bill of 1927 required that the LGBTQ community was portrayed 
negatively or was censored altogether in theatrical performances. Additionally, the Motion 
Picture Producers and Distributors of America in Los Angeles created a code of self-
regulation in 1930, known as the Hays of Hollywood Production Code, to ensure that 
sexual content in films was monitored to uphold the “sanctity of the institution of marriage 
and the home.”100 The code was initially not rigorously enforced, but, by 1934, an office 
was created to ensure that the code was enforced. Over the next thirty years, content, 
including LGBTQ and homoerotic themes, was closely monitored.101 The Harry Hervey 
case study was specifically connected to the Padlock Bill of 1927 and, more broadly, 
associated to censoring homoerotic content in theaters across the country.  
The Military and Sexuality 
LGBTQ people most likely served in American conflicts before the twentieth 
century. However, existing evidence on tension about sexuality in the military was the 
strongest after the turn of the century due to arguments made by the state, military, and 
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psychiatrists against same-sex sexual relationships within the military. Therefore, World 
War I was the first major American military conflict where the military targeted LGBTQ 
people. For instance, in March 1919, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt, authorized an investigation of LGBTQ activities at the Newport, Rhode Island 
YMCA, where several sailors engaged in same-sex sexual activities. In 1920, the U.S. 
Articles of War considered sodomy a felony, which allowed naval investigators to go 
undercover and solicit sex from sailors at the YMCA in Newport. Consequently, seventeen 
sailors were court-martialed, and some of those seventeen sailors were sentenced to the 
brig for several years.102 
During World War II, tension about sexuality in the military increased. For 
example, the U.S. government considered gay and bisexual men unfit to serve in the 
military. Additionally, induction interviews investigated people’s sexual identities, which 
reinforced the idea that same-sex desire was a disease. Homosexuality was also declared 
to be grounds for dishonorable discharge, and, when people were dismissed from the 
military service because of their sexuality, they faced scandal and employment 
discrimination in the United States.103 The Candlestick Murder case study was associated 
to tension in the military regarding sexuality in the mid-twentieth century. 
The Lavender Scare 
The Lavender Scare occurred around the same time as the Red Scare, which was 
when investigations of government employees were conducted on people suspected of 
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being sympathetic to communism. The Red Scare began in 1947 when suspected 
communist government employees were placed under Federal Bureau of Investigation 
(FBI) surveillance. The International Security Act (McCarran Act) of 1950 permitted the 
identification and monitoring of suspected communists in the United States. Joseph 
McCarthy played a key role in the Red Scare because he told people in West Virginia that 
he had a list of communists who worked in the State Department. This sparked the 
investigations of many government employees.104  
The year 1947 also marked the beginning of the Lavender Scare, which was when 
suspected members of the LGBTQ community in the United States were investigated, 
monitored, and fired or forced to resign from their jobs because of their sexuality.105 
Representatives from the FBI, Central Intelligence Agency (CIA), and the intelligence 
services of the U.S. Army, Navy, and Air Force agreed that LGBTQ people were security 
risks because same-sex sexual acts were criminalized at the national, state, and local levels 
since LGBTQ people were social outcasts and because of the idea that “sexual perversion 
weakens the moral fiber.” 106 Thus, LGBTQ people were considered to be susceptible to 
blackmail or blandishments from foreign spies.107 There was also fear that LGBTQ people 
would attempt to seduce non LGBTQ people to participate in same-sex sexual acts.108  
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To prevent LGBTQ people from gaining government employment, a new screening 
process was designed.109 By 1950, 91 employees of the State Department had been fired 
because they were suspected as identifying as lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, or queer. 
Many more people were fired because of their suspected sexual orientation or gender 
expression throughout the 1950s. Furthermore, in 1952, Congress passed the McCarran-
Walter Act (Immigration and Nationality Act), which banned immigrants who were 
suspected as being LGBTQ from gaining citizenship or legal residency in the United 
States.110 Then, in 1953, President Dwight Eisenhower issued Executive Order 10450, 
which allowed people to be dismissed from their jobs in the federal government because 
of their sexuality and served as a basis for hiring and firing employees in the federal 
government.111  
As a result of the Lavender Scare, the FBI, which was under the direction of the 
closeted J. Edgar Hoover, collected records of moral arrests from local police departments 
and gathered information about LGBTQ bars. Officials who worked with the U.S. Postal 
Service kept track of men who subscribed to known gay publications and joined gay pen-
pal clubs to try to trace the network of gay men. Additionally, raids on LGBTQ bars and 
other cruising spots increased. Local newspapers also routinely printed the names and 
addresses of people who were caught and charged, which created fear of being outed 
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amongst the LGBTQ community.112 The Candlestick Murder case study was associated 
with the Lavender Scare. 
Vulnerabilities of LGBTQ People to Criminal Offenses 
 The Candlestick Murder, Dawn Simmons, and cruising case studies illustrated 
instances that reflected how LGBTQ people were vulnerable to criminal offenses. Social 
attitudes about sexuality and gender identity have made LGBTQ people vulnerable to 
criminal offense, including, but not limited to, arson, assault, and homicide. Furthermore, 
the judicial system has failed many times to respond to criminal offenses against LGBTQ 
people. This was especially true for “immigrants, people of color, poor people, transgender 
people, and women.”113 People who made unwanted sexual advances were also vulnerable 
to criminal offense.114 Transgender people in particular were more likely than anyone else 
in the LGBTQ community to experience violent hate crimes.115 
 Examples of criminal offenses targeted towards LGBTQ people predate the 
twentieth century. For example, in 1888, an African-American woman, Frances 
Thompson, testified before a U.S. Congressional committee in Memphis, Tennessee that 
she had been raped by four white men during a race riot. When she was convicted for cross-
dressing as a woman because authorities classified her as a man, her prior testimony was 
discredited. Additionally, in 1876, Jeanne Bonnet was murdered in San Miguel, California 
because she cross-dressed and had same-sex relationships. In the twentieth century, there 
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were several examples of people targeted for criminal offense because of their sexuality. 
In 1955, two U.S. Air Force cadets killed John Murrett after attacking him for unwanted 
sexual advances. Another example occurred in 1984, when Charles Howard was thrown 
over the State Street Bridge in Bangor, Maine. A third example of the vulnerabilities of 
LGBTQ people to criminal offenses occurred in 1988, when Rebecca Wright and her 
partner, Claudia Brenner, were killed on a camping trip in Pennsylvania.116 These criminal 
offenses  occurred in both the private and public spheres, which illustrated the challenges 
LGBTQ people had in finding a safe space. Additionally, the vulnerabilities of LGBTQ 
people to violence and criminal offenses led to fear and anxiety amongst LGBTQ people, 
especially in the mid-twentieth century.  
Cruising 
Starting in 1880, many people, especially unmarried youth, began migrating to 
cities because a significant number of jobs appeared in urban centers. Consequently, people 
with same-sex sexual desires were able to find each other easier, which led to cruising. 
Cruising was when certain sites, particularly secluded but still public areas such as public 
restrooms and parks, became designated places for meeting other members of the same sex 
for anonymous sexual activities. Signals and gestures were often used to indicate that a 
person was interested in engaging in sexual activities.117 Unlike prostitution, cruising was 
unpaid. Moreover, cruising men choose to cruise and be cruised, whereas prostitution has 
                                                
116 Stein, “Law,” 19-31 to 19-36. 
117 Ferentinos, Interpreting LGBT History, 50-51. 
58  
the roles of client and merchandise or product.118 Cruising was mostly practiced by men 
due to gender expectations because men were better able than women to create public 
spaces. Furthermore, public spaces enabled gay men to network and become visible to 
other gay men so it would be easier for them to meet a partner. Additionally, men were 
able to meet men of different races and social classes easier in public spaces.119 
In the early 1900s, people who did not approve of same-sex intimate relationships 
attempted to prevent or minimize the cruising activities in cities in several forms including: 
police surveillance, interrogations, arrests, harassment, ordinances and laws, and the 
removal or demolition of structures associated with cruising.120 For example, police 
officers made regular arrests for “indecent exposure” and “indecent assault” in many parks 
in Washington D.C., including Smithsonian Institution grounds, Franklin Park, and 
Judiciary Square.121 Carter Newman Bealer, a gay man who lived in Washington D.C., also 
reported in a diary that undercover police officers in Washington D.C. would spy on 
cruising men, follow them, try to catch men engaging in same-sex sexual activities, and 
spread rumors about people that police officers suspected of engaging in same-sex sexual 
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activity.122 Another example occurred in 1914 in Long Beach, California, when police 
arrested fifty men for “social vagrancy” for engaging in oral sex with other men in a public 
restroom.123 During the HIV/AIDS crisis, public health officials recommended closing 
cruising sites to prevent the spread of HIV/AIDS. However, some scholars, such as 
Ferentinos, have claimed that this recommendation was motivated by other agendas 
besides preventing the spread of HIV/AIDS. While prohibiting access to cruising sites in 
response to the HIV/AIDS crisis may have decreased the amount of cruising sites and the 
occurrence of cruising, cruising is still practiced by gay men.124 The cruising case study 
was connected to the police surveillance of men at cruising sites. Additionally, the cruising 
case study was an example in support of Ferentinos’ argument that cruising sites were 
closed down or demolished for other motives besides the fear of spreading HIV/AIDS. 
HIV/AIDS 
The cruising and HIV/AIDS case studies are both connected to HIV/AIDS. In June 
1981, multiple cases of an illness commonly seen in cancer patients and people with 
weakened immune systems appeared in several large cities in the United States. Initially, 
all of the patients were identified as gay, which associated the viral infection specifically 
to gay men. However, gay activists organized to challenge the belief that the disease was 
related only to gay men. Consequently, drug users, hemophiliacs, and Haitians also became 
associated with the virus. In 1982, the name for the disease, Acquired Immunodeficiency 
Syndrome (AIDS) was established. Around 1982, public perceptions of the disease also 
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began to change when new research revealed that casual contact did not spread the disease. 
In 1984, scientists discovered the virus responsible for AIDS, and later research revealed 
that the exchange of bodily fluids from sexual activity and shared needles among drug 
users caused the spread of the disease. In 1986, health officials began to use the name 
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) for the disease. That same year, health officials also 
developed a way to test for the presence of HIV antibodies in the blood. 125 
In 1981, there were 251 known cases of AIDS, and by 1987 40,000 people had been 
diagnosed with AIDS. By 1990, 31,129 Americans died from AIDS.126 In 1996, protease 
inhibitors were made widely available, which decreased the number of deaths from AIDS 
in major cities by about 50 percent.127 
AIDS patients were sometimes deserted by their families. In hospitals, patients with 
AIDS were often left untreated and received very little medical assistance, especially in the 
early 1980s. In some instances, once a person died from AIDS, their bodies were put in 
trash bags because funeral parlors refused to handle the bodies of AIDS patients out of fear 
of acquiring the disease.128 
In the early years after the discovery of AIDS, the federal government and 
mainstream media were essentially silent on the disease. For example, Ronald Reagan did 
not publicly use the words “AIDS” until 1985, and Reagan did not address AIDS in a 
speech until 1987. Additionally, there was not any adequate funding for AIDS research or 
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funding in the 1980s. Consequently, during the early 1980s, the disease spread quickly.129 
Therefore, local governments and organizations bore the responsibility of establishing 
programs that offered assistance to victims of HIV/AIDS, and in the late 1980s, AIDS 
activism became increasingly visible.130 The municipal responses throughout the U.S. were 
influenced by the presence, size, and organization of local lesbian and gay communities, 
which led to the creation of organizations such as the Gay Men’s Health Crisis, the People 
with AIDS Coalition, the AIDS Action Council, AIDS Coalition to Unleash Power (ACT 
UP), and other local and national AIDS service organizations and grassroots organizations. 
These organizations mostly educated the public about HIV/AIDS to help prevent the spread 
of HIV/AIDS and offered assistance to victims. However, some HIV/AIDS organizations 
also worked on researching HIV/AIDS treatment methods.131  
Harry Hervey 
Harry Hervey was selected as a case study topic because Hervey experienced 
discrimination in Charleston when his sexual identity became known. Additionally, 
Hervey’s career was negatively impacted by the censorship of sexual and homoerotic 
content in theatrical performances during the 1930s. The discrimination Hervey 
experienced reflected the discrimination several other members of the LGBTQ community 
faced in their careers and personal life when they openly expressed their sexuality in the 
1920s and 1930s.  
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Harry Hervey, an author most famous 
for writing the scenario for the film Shanghai 
Express, was born in Texas in 1900, and was 
mostly associated with Savannah, Georgia.132 
Hervey spent much of his free time at the 
Desoto Hotel in Savannah, Georgia, where 
his mother was in charge of housekeeping 
from 1923 to 1957. Hervey wrote fiction and 
nonfiction, including plays and novels, and 
traveled extensively in Asia and the South 
Pacific.133 In the mid-1920s, Harry Hervey moved to Charleston and lived at 141-145 
Church Street, which had recently been renovated into apartments, shops, and studios. 
Hervey lived with his partner, Carleton Hildreth, and Hervey and Hildreth were one of the 
few openly gay couples in Charleston during the 1920s. However, Hervey suffered when 
his sexual identity became known in Charleston. Hervey also purchased a house at 89 East 
Bay Street, but Hervey and Hildreth never had the chance to permanently live in the house 
because Hervey sold the property as a result of his financial reversals.134  
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Figure 2. Portrait of Harry Hervey. Date 
unknown. Courtesy of Harlan Greene. ("Home," 









Figure 3. Photograph of 141-145 Church Street. Photograph taken by author on April 6, 2017. 
Figure 4. Photograph of 89 East Bay Street. Photograph 
taken by author on April 6, 2017.  
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Hervey’s career suffered in the 1930s, when politicians and government officials 
actively made efforts to eliminate sexual and homoerotic content from the public sphere 
with the intention to reinforce political, social, and sexual conformity. As a result of both 
the nation-wide efforts to censor and monitor homoerotic content in theatrical 
performances and the Padlock Bill, Broadway refused to produce a play set in an all-male 
prison, which Hervey wrote when he was living in Charleston. Consequently, Hervey 
reworked the play into the novel The Iron Widow, which was published in 1931.135  
Hervey also wrote at least two of his books while in Charleston, and used 
Charleston as a jazz-age setting for one of his novels, Red Ending. While Hervey used 
coded language in his work, he was considered to be more explicit about sexual and 
homoerotic content in his writing when compared to other writers of the same time 
period.136  Hervey and Hildreth left Charleston in the early 1930s, and in 1951, Hervey 
died broke in New York.137  
Results 
Harry Hervey, an American writer, and Carleton Hildreth were one of the first 
openly gay couples in Charleston in the 1920s. Like many other openly gay couples in the 
United States during the early and mid-twentieth century, Hervey and Hildreth experienced 
discrimination from the surrounding community because of their sexuality. Furthermore, 
Hervey’s professional life was negatively impacted by efforts to monitor and censor 
LGBTQ content in the public sphere, and, more specifically, in theatrical performances. 
                                                
135 Greene and Slater, The Real Rainbow Row. 
136 Ibid. 
137 "Biography," Harry Hervey. 
65  
However, Hervey challenged the discrimination by rewriting a play with homoerotic 
themes into a novel when a Broadway backer refused to produce the play due to New 
York’s Padlock Bill, which required LGBTQ-related content to be portrayed negatively or 
completely censored. Hervey and Hildreth’s experiences reflect the intolerance other 
members of the LGBTQ community faced during the mid-twentieth century. Therefore, 
141-145 Church Street and 89 East Bay Street qualify for inclusion to the National Register 
under Criterion B for their association to author Harry Hervey, whose career was 
negatively impacted by the Padlock Bill and the widespread censorship of homoerotic 
content in both theatrical performances and, more broadly, the public sphere 
As of the beginning of 2017, neither 141-145 Church Street or 89 East Bay Street 
were individually listed sites on the National Register. However, both sites qualify are 
eligible for inclusion on the National Register. There are no issues that prevent 141-145 
Church Street or 89 East Bay Street from being listed on the National Register. 
The Candlestick Murder 
The Candlestick Murder was used as a case study topic because a Charleston man 
was murdered due to his perceived sexual identity. This murder illustrated the intolerance 
and hatred that people had towards members of the LGBTQ community during the 
Lavender Scare, when the government portrayed LGBTQ people as dangerous to national 
security in the late 1940s and throughout the 1950s. Furthermore, the killer’s court trial 
reaffirmed that the judicial system would not legally protect members of the LGBTQ 
community against violence, abuse, and discrimination in the-mid twentieth century.  
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On November 1, 1958, the body 
of Jack Dobbins, a thirty-year-old 
Charleston chemical company executive, 
was discovered by Elizabeth Bryant, an 
African-American maid. Dobbins had
 
been beaten to death, and his body was 
found naked and stretched out on its side on the sofa. Dobbins’ head was bloody from 
repeated blows near his left ear, and a candlestick was found between his crossed arms. 
Additionally, there was a nearly full glass of bourbon, a package of cigarettes, and a lighter 
discovered near his body in the living room.138 Dobbins’ clothes, with the exception of a 
pair of socks, were also found on a cocktail table in the living room, and Dobbins’ bed had 
not been slept in.139  
The night before Jack Dobbins’ lifeless body was discovered, Dobbins had attended 
an all-male Halloween party at a house on Rutledge Avenue.140 At some point in the night, 
Dobbins left the party to help bartend at Club 49, a known gay bar, where he met John 
Mahon. Before returning to Dobbins’ house at 14 Queen Street around 2:00 a.m., Mahon 
and Dobbins stopped at two more bars, Elbow Cocktail Lounge and the Cove.141  
138 William Chapman, “Queen St. Man Murder Victim,” in The News and Courier, November 2, 1958.  
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Figure 5. News and Courier Headline for the 
Candlestick Murder. Headline dated November 2, 
1958. (William Chapman, “Queen St. Man Murder 
Victim,” in The News and Courier, November 2, 
1958.) 
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The autopsy report revealed that Dobbins had been hit in the head nine times, and 
his skull was fractured in three places. The coroner, Jennings Cauthen, stated that the nature 
of the wounds indicated that Dobbins had been caught off guard, and there were no signs 
that Dobbins resisted the attack.142 However, bruises found on Dobbins’ knuckle revealed 
that Dobbins may have tried to break the candlestick and defend himself.143 The coroner 
142 Chapman, “Queen St. Man Murder Victim.” 
143 William Chapman, “Jack Dobbins was Liked by Neighbors,” in The News and Courier, November 3, 
1958. 
Figure 6. Photograph of 14 Queen Street. Photograph taken by 
author on April 6, 2017. 
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also mentioned that the living room was not disorganized, which suggested that there had 
not been an altercation.144  
The News and Courier published an article on John Mahon after Mahon turned 
himself in. The newspaper article revealed that Mahon had many friends, was Roman 
Catholic, and was “serious 
minded.”145 The News and 
Courier also stated that Mahon 
had joined the Air Force after 
completing three years of high school, and had never been in trouble before.146 The 
newspaper did not portray Mahon as a killer or someone who committed a violent act due 
to discrimination or prejudice. Instead, Mahon was described in the local newspaper as an 
admirable person.  
The News and Courier also disclosed information about Dobbins, and implied that 
Dobbins was a gay man. However, there was no evidence that Dobbins self-identified as 
gay or bisexual. One article stated that Dobbins had purchased a pair of antique 
candleholders the previous fall, and the candlestick that was used to murder Dobbins was 
one of Dobbins’ most valued possessions.147 Dobbins’ interest in antiques went against 
social norms and expectations for men in the 1950s, and suggested that Dobbins was not 
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gender conforming. In the same 
article, Jack Dobbins’ friends 
described Dobbins as well-liked 
by the neighborhood children, and 
stated that Dobbins was interested 
in art, which was an interest
associated with gay men.148  
In the court trial, George E. Campsen Jr. served as the defense lawyer. Mahon’s 
initial statement was that his actions were justifiable and were in self-defense.149 Mahon 
also claimed that he did not hit Dobbins hard enough to kill him. Furthermore, the results 
of a Georgia State Supreme Court case revealed that a person had the right to resist and 
defend himself or herself against sodomy and unwanted same-sex sexual advances, “even 
to the extent of taking another person’s life.”150 This previous court decision formed the 
basis of Mahon’s defense in the trial.151 
Clayton Winkleplack, an airman and friend of Mahon, testified in court because 
Mahon told Winkleplack about what happened. Winkleplack stated that that Mahon told 
him he struck Dobbins with a candlestick after Dobbins made unwanted sexual advances 
towards him. Winkleplack recounted that Mahon immediately got scared and left the 
house. However, Daniel Munoz, who was an airman Third class at the Charleston Air Force 
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Base and Mahon’s roommate, testified that Mahon got the candlestick from Dobbins’ room 
to protect himself, and, while Mahon was upstairs, Dobbins turned the lights off in the 
living room. After Mahon came back downstairs, Dobbins made sexual advances towards 
Mahon. Munoz also contended that Mahon struck Dobbins with the candlestick and 
Dobbins fell back on the couch before getting to his feet. According to Munoz, Dobbins 
then struck Mahon two times before Mahon punched Dobbins in the stomach. An important 
part of Munoz’s testimony was Munoz’s statement that airmen often bragged and 
exaggerated their stories about the time they spent in downtown Charleston, which implied 
that Mahon’s statements to both of the airman may not have been completely true.152  
Solicitor Theodore D. Stoney claimed that the two airmen witnesses, Clayton 
Winkleplack and Daniel Munoz, failed to tell all that they knew in the case. This accusation 
was based off conflicting information between the witnesses’ testimonies in court and the 
written statements previously produced by the two witnesses.153  
Edward S. Otey, who was Dobbins’ housemate, also testified in the trial. Otey knew 
Dobbins for about two years, and had previously lived with Dobbins in shared living 
quarters before they lived apart for five months. Dobbins and Otey then rented the house 
at 14 Queen Street. Otey disclosed that he had considered moving out because Otey 
suspected that Dobbins had “questionable habits,” which suggested that Dobbins might 
have been gay.154 Otey also revealed that in the time that he knew Dobbins, Dobbins had 
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never had a girlfriend, nor had he seen any pictures of one, which further implied that 
Dobbins was gay. However, according to Otey, Dobbins had mentioned having an ex-wife, 
but Otey could not confirm if Dobbins had actually had one.155   
Elizabeth Bryant, the maid, testified that she never saw any girls at the apartment, 
which suggested that Dobbins did not have a girlfriend and was not interested in women.156 
Additionally, Bryant said that Dobbins’ bedsheets were lavender, which was the color 
associated with the LGBTQ community.157 
W.D. McEwen, the owner of Club 49, Larry Schaffer, the owner of Elbow Cocktail
Lounge, and F.E. Dawson of the Cove also confirmed that Mahon and Dobbins were at the 
bars on the night of October 31, 1958.158 
The prosecution asked for the death penalty, and the defense requested acquittal. 
The circuit court judge, J. B. Pruitt, lost patience with the trial because the deliberation 
began at 8:00 p.m. and the jury had not made a decision by midnight.159 This suggested 
that the judge did not care about the trial and indicated that the jury’s decision was rushed. 
The jury ultimately decided that Mahon was not guilty, which reaffirmed that it was legally 
acceptable to kill an LGBTQ person in self-defense if the LGBTQ person made unwanted 
sexual advances towards someone else.160 
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ONE Magazine, a magazine published by the Mattachine Society for members of 
the LGBTQ community across the United States, summarized the trial:  
A bright and merry Christmas was in prospect for all-all that is, except for Jack 
Dobbins who would spend his Christmas six feet under the sod with a shattered 
skull. But then, of course, Jack used lavender sheets!161 
As a result of the trial, a Citadel professor was fired because his name was listed in 
Dobbins’ address book. This illustrated the consequences of having an affiliation with a 
member of the LGBTQ community during the Cold War era. Additionally, the gay 
community in Charleston realized that the judicial system would not protect or defend them 
if their sexuality became known and publicized.162 Therefore, LGBTQ people in 
Charleston and throughout the United States were vulnerable to criminal offenses because 
the criminal justice system failed to protect LGBTQ people against discriminatory 
crimes.163 
 The murder of Jack Dobbins was a reflection of the social attitude towards the 
LGBTQ community, the political climate, and the tension in the military about sexuality 
during the Cold War era (1945 to 1965). Mahon murdered Dobbins during a time period 
that “demanded conformity, considered difference dangerous, and portrayed marriage and 
children as the fulfillment of patriotic duty.”164 Therefore, gay men were regarded as 
subversive because they were not conforming to social-sexual standards and challenged 
the idea of the nuclear family. During the Lavender Scare, LGBTQ people were perceived 
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to be vulnerable to blackmail from communists and were considered risks to national 
security.165 Consequently, the federal government monitored, investigated, and fired 
suspected LGBTQ federal employees and employees of companies that had federal 
contracts. The government also monitored private citizens who were believed to be security 
risks, which included LGBTQ people. This made many Americans suspicious of LGBTQ 
people, and created a hostile and fearful attitude towards the LGBTQ community. The 
hostility towards and fear of LGBTQ people in the Cold War era was reflected in Mahon’s 
trial because the jury found Mahon not guilty for defending himself against same-sex 
sexual advances.166   
At the time of Mahon’s murder, there was also tension in the military regarding 
sexuality. Therefore, any indication that Mahon was involved in same-sex sexual acts 
would have resulted in him being dishonorably discharged from the Air Force, which 
entailed Mahon losing his job and being denied veteran’s benefits. Additionally, since 
Mahon was in the military, Mahon was exposed to tension regarding LGBTQ people, 
which likely contributed to his fear of and aggression towards Dobbins and Dobbins’ 
sexual advances.167 
As a result of the Lavender Scare, people who were suspected of being LGBTQ 
were punished for their sexuality; they lost their jobs, were closely monitored, and their 
names were published in local newspapers if they were caught by the government or 
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arrested. Consequently, many LGBTQ people lived double lives, where they appeared as 
heterosexual and gender conforming to maintain social acceptability and remain 
employed.168 Jack Dobbins, like many other LGBTQ people in the Cold War era, may not 
have self-identified as gay or bisexual because of the negative connotation associated with 
gay men, along with the consequences people faced for being LGBTQ.  
Results 
Jack Dobbins was murdered at his house by John Mahon because Dobbins made 
sexual advances towards Mahon. The verdict of the murder trial, which found Mahon not 
guilty, re-established that a person could legally kill someone in self-defense against 
unwanted same-sex sexual advances, and illustrated the aggression towards and fear of 
LGBTQ people during the Lavender Scare. Furthermore, the verdict of the trial revealed 
that the judicial system would not protect members of the LGBTQ community against 
discrimination, abuse, or violence. Mahon’s involvement in the Air Force also reflected the 
tension between the military and the LGBTQ community after World War II. Therefore, 
14 Queen Street is eligible to be listed on the National Register of Historic Places under 
criterion A for its association to the 1958 “Candlestick Murder,” which illustrates the fear 
and hostility towards LGBTQ people during the Lavender Scare and reflects tension 
between the military and LGBTQ community after World War II. 
As of 2017, 14 Queen Street was not an individually listed site on the National 
Register. However, 14 Queen Street qualifies to be included on the National Register. 
168 Ferentinos, Interpreting LGBT History at Museums and Historic Sites, 64. 
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Dobbins’ murder is of local, state, and national significance. The verdict of 
Mahon’s trial illustrated that the Charleston, South Carolina, and United States judicial 
systems would not defend or protect members of the LGBTQ community against criminal 
offenses and violence since the court found Mahon innocent for killing Dobbins. The 
outcome of the trial reinforced the idea to Charlestonians and Americans that people could 
justify killing LGBTQ people as self-defense. Both the trial and the death of Dobbins 
illustrates local and national hostility towards and fear of LGBTQ people during the 
Lavender Scare. Additionally, Mahon’s involvement in the military reflected the tension 
in the U.S. military regarding sexuality after World War II. Furthermore, the repercussions 
of Dobbins’ death, such as the Citadel professors who lost his job, illustrates the 
consequences Americans faced for being associated to LGBTQ people during the Lavender 
Scare.  
The requirements of the Narrative Statement of Significance section are a challenge 
for including the “Candlestick Murder” on the National Register because the National Park 
Service requires that this section include only “facts about the history of the property.”169 
There was no existing evidence that Jack Dobbins self-identified as a member of the 
LGBTQ community, nor was there existing evidence that stated that Dobbins was gay or 
bisexual. This was likely due to the consequences of being gay or bisexual during the 
Lavender Scare. Instead of explicitly describing Dobbins as gay or bisexual, the newspaper 
articles merely implied that Dobbins was gay or bisexual by identifying his interests, many 
169 United States National Park Service, " How to Complete the National Register of Historic Places 
Registration Form,” 4. 
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of which were associated with gay men or were not gender conforming. Since the Narrative 
Statement of Significance was supposed to be factual, Jack Dobbins cannot explicitly be 
described as a member of the LGBTQ community because it was not a verified fact that 
Jack Dobbins was gay or bisexual. However, this challenge does not prevent 14 Queen 
Street from being listed on the National Register for its association to the “Candlestick 
Murder” because the murder was due to fear and hostility towards same-sex sexual 
advances, which directly resulted from the Lavender Scare during the Cold War era and 
tension towards sexuality in the military after World War II. 
Dawn Simmons 
 
 Dawn Simmons, who was previously known as Gordon Langley Hall, was selected 
as a case study topic because Simmons was one of the first people who underwent a sex-
reassignment surgery in the United States.170 After her surgery, Dawn Simmons married 
an African-American man, John-Paul Simmons, which was an early legally-recognized 
interracial marriage in Charleston. As a result of her marriage and her sex-reassignment 
surgery, Simmons stated that she was rejected and ostracized by the Charleston community 
to the extent that Simmons claimed she experienced extreme physical violence that caused 
permanent damage to her body. Although many of Simmons’ claims about the violence, 
harassment, and abuse she experienced cannot be verified, it is clear that Simmons suffered 
from fear and anxiety because of her gender identity, sexuality, and interracial marriage. 
                                                
170 In 1953, Christine Jorgensen, who was born with the name George Jorgensen, got a male-to-female 
surgery in Denmark before she returned to the United States. This surgery received international attention, 
and made Jorgensen the first widely known person in the United States to undergo a sex-reassignment 
surgery.  
Eaklor, Queer America, 81. 
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The fear and anxiety Dawn Simmons experienced reflected the fear and anxiety other 
LGBTQ people, particularly transgender people and people with intersectional identities, 
and their families experienced in the United States during the mid-twentieth century. 
Furthermore, Simmons revealed several instances where she experienced fear and anxiety 
in her home and in the public sphere because of her gender identity, sexuality, and 
marriage. This reflected the challenges many LGBTQ people experienced in finding a safe 
space in the mid-twentieth century.  
Writer, historian, and preservationist Gordon Langley Hall was born in England in 
1922.  Forty years later, Hall moved to Charleston. 
Together, Hall and Isabel Whitney, a descendant 
of Eli Whitney, an American inventor most 
famous for inventing the cotton gin, purchased a 
house at 56 Society Street, which was part of 
Historic Charleston Foundation’s Ansonborough 
rehabilitation project. However, Whitney died 
from an illness before she moved into the house. 
According to Hall, Whitney left Hall the house and 
a large sum of money in her will. After restoring 
the house, Hall moved into the house. Hall also 
reconstructed the garden with patterned brick
walkways, Italian marble, ornamental dividing
Figure 9. Photograph of Gordon Langley 
 Hall. Taken before September 1968. ("Dawn 
Langley Simmons." JAQUO Lifestyle 
Magazine, accessed February 22, 2017.  http://jaquo.com/dawn-langley-hall/.) 
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walls, and various local plants.171 Hall also opened parts of the house to the public for 
Historic Charleston Foundation’s Spring Festival of Houses and Gardens.172  
On September 23, 1968, Hall became one of the first people in the United States to 
undergo a sex-reassignment surgery, which took place at the Johns Hopkins Gender 
171 “A Charleston Garden,” in The Charleston Evening Post, December 27, 1963, 5-C. 
172 Ball, A Peninsula of Lies. 
Figure 10. Photograph of 56 Society Street. 
Photograph taken by author on April 6, 2017. 
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Identity Clinic.173 Simmons’ surgery was significant because the surgery symbolized 
scientific progress in the United States.174  
According to Dawn Simmons, Dr. H. Oliver Williamson, a doctor at the Medical 
College Hospital in Charleston, referred Simmons to the Gender Identity Clinic.175 After 
the surgery, Gordon Langley Hall became known as Dawn Pepita Langley Hall.176 Hall 
insisted that the surgery was to remove deformed flesh that was around the clitoris, 
however there was no existing evidence that confirmed this claim.177 Furthermore, Hall 
claimed that she began to grow breasts before the surgery without the use of hormonal 
treatment, and claimed that she was a woman who was wrongly declared a male at birth. 
There was no evidence to verify whether or not Hall took hormone treatment prior to her 
surgery. Additionally, there was also no evidence that confirms that Hall was born female. 
A few months after her operation, Hall married John-Paul Simmons, an African-
American. Their marriage was an early legally recognized interracial marriage in 
Charleston, and their marriage was an LGBTQ marriage due to Simmons’ surgery. 
According to Simmons, Judge Gus Pearlman was hesitant to issue the couple a marriage 
license because of Simmons’ gender identity, but Pearlman eventually granted the couple 
the license.178 After the marriage, Dawn Simmons claimed that she began to be treated by 
white Charlestonians as a member of the African-American community.179  
173 Ball, A Peninsula of Lies, 92. 
174 Genny Beemyn, “Transforming the Curriculum: The Inclusion of the Experiences of Transpeople,” in 
Understanding and Teaching U.S. Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender History, 118. 
175 Simmons, Man into Woman, 108. 
176 Ball, A Peninsula of Lies, 5. 
177 Simmons, Dawn: A Charleston Legend, 65. 
178 Ball, A Peninsula of Lies, 182-184. 
179 Simmons, All for Love. 
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African-Americans and white people in Charleston reacted negatively to the 
Simmons’ marriage. For example, Dawn Simmons claimed that the wedding 
announcement was listed on the obituary page in the News and Courier as a joke, which 
indicated that the Charleston community was not welcoming to the idea of an interracial 
LGBTQ marriage.180 Additionally, the wedding ceremony was originally planned for 
December 1, 1968 at an African-American Baptist Church, where John-Paul’s father was 
a deacon. However, a small wedding ceremony took place in Dawn Simmons’ house at 56 
180 Daniel Conover and Carolyn Lemon, “Novelist Dawn L. Simmons Dies,” in The Post and Courier, 
September 20, 2000. 
Figure 11. Photograph of Dawn and John Paul Simmons’ 
wedding. Dated 1969. ("Dawn Langley Simmons." JAQUO 
Lifestyle Magazine, accessed February 22, 2017. 
http://jaquo.com/dawn-langley-hall/.) 
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Society Street instead of the church because Dawn Simmons made several claims that the 
church received bomb threats.181 
The media swarmed 56 Society Street to document the wedding, and the wedding 
received national and international attention because of the significance of the interracial 
marriage in Charleston and due to the public attention Simmons received as a result of her 
surgery.182 Another larger wedding ceremony was held in an Anglican church in England 
on November 9, 1969 since the couple was not able to hold a ceremony in a Charleston 
church.183 As a result of the interracial and LGBTQ make up of her marriage, Dawn 
Simmons was ostracized by the Charleston community.184  
In October 1971, Natasha, the Simmons’ daughter, was born.185 However, there 
were several contradictory claims made about the identity of Natasha’s biological mother, 
and there was no way to confirm any of the claims. For example, Dawn Simmons was 
supposedly seen in Charleston with a baby bump, but many people speculated that 
Simmons put a pillow or blanket under her dress to make her appear to be pregnant.186 
However, in an oral interview, John-Paul Simmons claimed that Natasha was his biological 
child, but stated that Dawn Simmons was not Natasha’s biological mother. Instead, 
181 Al Larrier, “British Writer Changes Sex to Marry Charleston Negro,” November 21, 1968. On File at 
the South Carolina Room at the Charleston County Main Library in the Hall Biographical File. 
182 Ball, A Peninsula of Lies, 192-193. 
183 Simmons, Dawn: A Charleston Legend, 104. 
184 Bill McDonald, “Dawn Simmons and John-Paul: Whereabouts?” February 20, 1975. 1B. On File at the 
South Carolina Room at the Charleston County Main Library in the Hall Biographical File.  
185 Ball, A Peninsula of Lies. 
186 “All for Love: The Legend of Dawn Langley Simmons in a Sketch of the Past,” April 4, 2014. On File 
at the South Carolina Room at the Charleston County Main Library in the Dawn Langley Simmons 
Biographical File. 
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according to John-Paul Simmons, Natasha’s 
mother was his girlfriend at the time.187 
Additionally, Milton Edgerton, Simmons’ 
plastic surgeon at the Johns Hopkins Gender 
Identity Clinic, claimed that Dawn Simmons 
could not get pregnant and, therefore, was not 
Natasha’s biological mother.188 There was also 
a rumor that Dawn Simmons paid someone 
$5,000 so that she could adopt Natasha.189 
Meanwhile, Dawn Simmons insisted that 
Natasha was her biological child.190 Despite the 
conflicting accounts, Dawn Simmons was the 
legal mother to a child, Natasha. 
The Simmons family got evicted from 
their house at 56 Society Street in April 1971.191 
Dawn Simmons claimed that the couple got 
evicted due to hatred of their interracial marriage, without specifying how this was legally 
possible.192 In 1972, the Simmonses lived at 15 Thomas Street and 87 Hasell Street.193 
187 Ball, A Peninsula of Lies, 248. 
188 Ibid., 248. 
189 Ibid., 252. 
190 Ibid., 212-214. 
191 Ibid., 118, 120. 
192 Simmons, All for Love.  
193 The 1972 Charleston City Directory, R.L Polk and Company Publishers. 
Figure 12. Photograph of Dawn and Natasha 
Simmons. Dated after October 1971. ("Dawn 
Langley Simmons." JAQUO Lifestyle 
Magazine, accessed February 22, 2017. 
http://jaquo.com/dawn-langley-hall/.) 
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Natasha was born in Philadelphia when the Simmonses lived at 15 Thomas Street.194 In 
1972, the Simmonses also moved to the Carlton Arms apartments at 59 Vanderhorst Street 
in apartment number 307.195 According to Dawn Simmons, the Simmons family also lived 
in a Charleston single house on Coming Street, located on the corner of Coming and 
Warren streets, and rented a house at 65 Warren Street.196 The address of the house on 













                                                
194 Simmons, Dawn: A Charleston Legend, 118, 120. 
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196 Simmons, Dawn: A Charleston Legend, 140, 145. 
Figure 13. Photograph of 59 Vanderhorst Street. Photograph taken by author 

















Dawn Simmons was considered a “laughing stock” in Charleston, and many people 
said rude and hurtful things about her because of her gender identity and marriage.197 Very 
few people “who considered themselves respectable” associated themselves with Dawn 
Simmons because of her surgery and marriage.198 Therefore, like other members of the 
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198 Ibid., 214. 
Figure 14. Photograph of 65 Warren Street. Photograph taken by author on 
April 6, 2017. 
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LGBTQ community, Simmons experienced ostracism because of her gender identity and 
sexuality.  
According to Simmons, after her wedding until at least 1970, the couple received 
several anonymous threats by telephone and in the mail. Furthermore, Simmons revealed 
that some of the letters the Simmonses received encouraged them to move because they 
were not wanted in Charleston, which further indicated that the Simmonses were ostracized 
by Charlestonians and illustrated that Simmons experienced anxiety about living in 
Charleston due to perceived negative attitudes towards her marriage, gender identity, and 
sexuality. After the Simmons’ wedding, Simmons claimed that someone set fire to two 
large crates that held their wedding presents, which were sitting in the driveway.199 This 
event further illustrated that Simmons struggled with fear and anxiety in Charleston due to 
her marriage, gender identity, and sexuality. Moreover, according to Dawn Simmons, the 
Charleston community disliked the Simmons’ marriage and family dynamics to the extent 
that the health, safety, and wellbeing of the Simmons’ family was put in danger. For 
example, Simmons claimed that someone threw a homemade firebomb made out of a Coca-
Cola bottle at her driveway and burned John-Paul Simmons’ Thunderbird. Also, Simmons 
claimed that one of the Simmons’ dogs was poisoned, someone broke in and stole artwork 
from their house, and Dawn Simmons was physically attacked on the street.200 These 
events reflected the fear that LGBTQ people in the United States experienced during the 
mid-twentieth century. Furthermore, Simmons’ accounts revealed that she felt anxiety and 
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fear in both the privacy of her home and in public, which mirrored the fear and anxiety 
other LGBTQ people experienced in both the public and private spheres in the mid-
twentieth century. In 1970, there were reports that Dawn Simmons was in the hospital, 
rumored to be because of violence from her husband, or a gang of African-American girls 
who jumped Simmons because of the ridicule she supposedly caused the African-American 
community in Charleston. This rumor indicated that the African-American community in 
Charleston was not accepting of the Simmons’ marriage, and also ostracized them. While 
Simmons was in the hospital after this incident, the doctor allegedly lifted up Dawn 
Simmons’ skirt to see if he could determine her biological sex.201 This event echoed the 
disrespect, the invasion of privacy, and lack of acceptance that people with transgender 
identities experienced, even from trusted health professionals, in the mid-twentieth 
century. 
After Natasha was born in 1971, the fear and anxiety that Simmons experienced 
worsened. Dawn Simmons claimed to have received notes under her front door at 15 
Thomas Street. In one of these notes, Simmons stated that someone threatened to kidnap 
Natasha, which suggested that people in Charleston might not have been accepting of 
Natasha’s interracial identity. Not only was the note another example of the anxiety and 
fear that Simmons experienced, but the note also illustrated that Simmons felt anxious and 
fearful for her family. Additionally, these threats suggested that Simmons believed that 
people in Charleston did not approve of Simmons’ role as a mother because of her sex-
reassignment surgery. In another incident, Simmons described how someone broke into 
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her house and murdered her German Shepherd with a wooden bat. This violent act again 
reinforced that LGBTQ people, especially trans people, struggled with fear and anxiety in 
the privacy of their own homes. Simmons also claimed that in December 1973, when Dawn 
Simmons was living in the house at the corner of Warren and Coming streets, a young, 
white, masked intruder held a knife over Natasha before twisting Simmons’ left arm, 
punched her in the face, broke two of her toes and her nose, raped her, and then threw her 
off the second story piazza. Consequently, Dawn Simmons contended that her arm was left 
permanently crippled.202 This incident illustrated that Simmons thought that people loathed 
her because of her gender identity and interracial marriage to the extent that they would 
cause permanent damage to her and try to murder her. Additionally, this event re-illustrated 
that LGBTQ people experienced fear and anxiety about their gender identity and sexuality 
in their homes. Furthermore, this incident reflected the severity of fear and anxiety LGBTQ 
people, particularly transgender people and people with intersectional identities, 
experienced in the mid-twentieth century. Dawn Simmons claimed that this event made it 
obvious to her that she needed to leave Charleston.203  
In 1974, the Simmons family moved to Catskill, New York.204 However, despite 
the violence, abuse, and fear she allegedly experienced, Dawn Simmons later stated that 
she regretted leaving Charleston.205 The Simmonses purchased a historic eighteenth-
century house in Catskill, which was where Martin van Buren was married and was the 
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house of the real life ‘Uncle Sam’ in Thomas Nast’s cartoons. However, the Simmonses 
were forced to move out for financial reasons, and moved several times while in New 
York.206  
In the 1998, Dawn Simmons and Natasha Simmons moved to the Charleston area 
in separate apartments. In 2000, Dawn Simmons died in the Charleston area.207 John-Paul 
Simmons was diagnosed with schizophrenia, and lived much of his life in and out of mental 
institutions.208 In April 2012, John-Paul Simmons died in New York.209 Natasha is still 
alive and lives in North Carleston.210 
Results 
Gordon Hall moved to 56 Society Street in 1962 and restored the house and 
gardens. After moving in, Hall underwent a sex-reassignment surgery, and became known 
as Dawn Hall. Not much later, Hall married an African-American man, John-Paul 
Simmons, one of the first legally recognized interracial marriages in Charleston. The 
marriage was also a legally recognized LGBTQ marriage due to Dawn Simmons’ sex-
reassignment surgery and because Simmons presented as a male before presenting as a 
woman. After their marriage, Dawn Simmons claimed that the Simmonses experienced 
several discriminatory acts. Although, Simmons’ claims cannot be verified, the great 
number of claims Simmons made about experiencing discrimination suggested that 
Simmons struggled with anxiety as a result of her gender identity and sexuality. The fear 
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and anxiety Simmons faced was also experienced by many other LGBTQ people across 
the United States, especially by people with intersectional identities and trans people. 
Furthermore, Simmons’ accounts demonstrate that she felt anxious and fearful in the 
privacy of her own home as well as in the public sphere. Simmons’ fear and anxiety 
reflected the challenges many LGBTQ people faced in finding a safe space during the mid-
twentieth century. Therefore, 56 Society Street is eligible for inclusion on the National 
Register under criterion B for its association to Dawn Simmons’ interracial and LGBTQ 
marriage, and Simmons when she underwent her sexual-reassignment surgery. 
Additionally, the discrimination Simmons claimed to have experienced while living in 56 
Society Street not only reflects the vulnerabilities of LGBTQ people during the mid-
twentieth century, but also illustrates the challenges LGBTQ people had in finding a safe 
space in the twentieth century.  
As of 2017, 56 Society Street was not listed on the National Register, but the site 
qualifies for inclusion to the National Register. 
From 1971 to 1972, Dawn Simmons lived at 15 Thomas Street. In 1972, Dawn 
Simmons lived in apartment 307 at 59 Vanderhorst Street with Natasha. Dawn Simmons 
also briefly lived at 87 Hasell Street with her daughter, Natasha in 1972. At an unknown 
date in the early 1970s, Dawn and Natasha Simmons rented a house at 65 Warren Street. 
Although her claims about discriminatory events she claimed to have experienced while 
living at each of the properties cannot be confirmed, Simmons expressed several instances 
where she experienced fear and angst as a result of her marriage to John-Paul Simmons, 
her role as a mother, and Natasha’s biracial identity. The fear and anxiety that Simmons 
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struggled with was similar to the fear and anxiety other LGBTQ people, particularly trans 
people, and their families experienced during the twentieth century. 15 Thomas Street, 
apartment 307 at 59 Vanderhorst Street, 87 Hasell Street, and 65 Warren Street are all 
eligible for inclusion on the National Register under Criterion B for their association to 
Dawn Simmons and the fear and anxiety Simmons experienced regarding her marriage, 
gender identity, sexuality, role as a mother, and perceived attitudes towards Natasha’s 
biracial identity. The anxiety and fear Simmons experienced illustrates the challenges 
LGBTQ people faced when finding a safe place during the mid-twentieth century since 
Simmons experienced fear and anxiety at home.  
As of 2017, none of the sites were listed on the National Register. However, all of 
the identified sites qualify for inclusion to the National Register. 
The address of the “house on the corner of Warren and Coming Streets” could not 
be located using the city directories. Further research may identify the precise location of 
this property. Once located, this building may be eligible for inclusion on the National 
Register under Criterion B for its association to Dawn Simmons and the extreme fear and 
anxiety Simmons experienced in the house as a result of perceived prejudicial attitudes 
regarding Simmons’ marriage, gender identity, role as a mother, and her interracial child. 
The uneasiness and agitation Simmons experienced reflected the experiences of several 
LGBTQ people, especially transgender people, in the United States during the mid-
twentieth century. Furthermore, the fear and anxiety Simmons struggled with while in the 
house demonstrated that LGBTQ people had difficulty finding a safe space in the mid-
twentieth century. 
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The fifty-year preference is a challenge for including each of the above sites on the 
National Register because most of the period of significance occurred within the past fifty 
years. However, these places are of “exceptional importance” at the local and national 
levels, therefore the sites are eligible to be listed under sub-Criteria Consideration G. Each 
of identified places associated with Dawn Simmons are significant on the national level 
because Dawn Simmons was one of the first people to receive a gender reassignment 
surgery in the United States. This educated other U.S. citizens about sexual-reassignment 
surgeries because Simmons openly discussed the process and advocated for sex-
reassignment surgeries. Additionally, Simmons’ marriage to John-Paul Simmons, which 
was an LGBTQ marriage, was a high-profile, legally recognized interracial marriage in 
Charleston, which exemplified to other U.S. citizens in the south that it was possible to 
pursue legally-recognized interracial marriages. The fear and anxiety that Simmons 
experienced reflected the fear and anxiety LGBTQ people and their families faced across 
the nation in the mid-twentieth century. Furthermore, the anxiety and fear that Simmons 
expressed reflected concerns about Charleston’s social attitudes towards interracial 
relationships and LGBTQ identities in the Charleston community. Simmons also 
experienced instances of fear and anxiety in both the private and public spheres, which 
reflected the difficulties many LGBTQ people faced in finding a safe space in the mid-
twentieth century.  
Another challenge for including these properties on the National Register was the 
National Park Service’s instruction to include only factual information in the Narrative 
Statement of Significance. As Edward Ball discussed in A Peninsula of Lies, Dawn 
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Simmons made several claims about herself and her life that several other people, including 
her husband, her daughter, her friends, and a sexual partner, claimed were false, partially 
true, or exaggerations. People who knew Simmons also provided accounts of Simmons and 
her life that contradicted claims made by other people and Simmons. These claims included 
different ideas regarding Simmons’ sex at birth, surgery, relationship to John-Paul 
Simmons, and the birth of Natasha. Despite the conflicting accounts, it was a verifiable 
fact that Dawn Simmons underwent a sex-reassignment surgery, was part of an interracial 
marriage, and served as the mother to a child. However, information about Simmons’ sex 
at birth, surgery, relationship to her husband, and the birth of Natasha were essential to 
include in the National Register nomination for Simmons’ association to discrimination 
against the LGBTQ community because the factors that made up part of Simmons’ identity 
(such as Simmons’ sex at birth, her marriage to John-Paul, and her daughter, Natasha) 
influenced the fear and anxiety that Simmons experienced.211  
Other factual information about Dawn Simmons and her life remains unknown. 
Even if Simmons’ accusations of violence and discrimination that she experienced were 
not true, it is clear that Simmons experienced fear and anxiety because she described 
several events where she experienced angst and fearfulness due to her sexuality and gender 
identity.  
A way to address the lack of verifiable information is to state who made what claim, 
and in some instances identify when they made the claim. However, the National Park 
Service states that the Narrative Statement of Significance should be “brief” and 
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“selective.”212 Including information about the various claims people made about Dawn 
Simmons could make the Narrative Statement of Significance lengthy and non-factual. 
Additionally, including different arguments about Simmons and her life takes the focus of 
the Narrative Statement of Significance away from the properties’ significance and puts 
more emphasis on the authenticity of the claims made about Simmons. In sensitive, 
impossible-to-prove topics of sexuality and gender identity, the National Park Service 
should allow non-factual information or information that cannot be confirmed to be 
included in the Narrative Statement of Significance if the information is relevant to the 
nomination, and comes from a credible source or is widely speculated. While this challenge 
can restrict the content that is included in the Narrative Statement of Significance for each 
of the identified sites, this challenge does not prevent the sites from being included on the 
National Register. 
Cruising Spots 
 Cruising was utilized as a case study because gay men were robbed at White Point 
Garden, a cruising spot in Charleston, because of their perceived sexual identity, which 
reflected the harassment gay men across the country experienced while cruising. 
Additionally, the restrooms at Marion Square and White Point Garden were closed down 
and eventually demolished because gay men were using them for cruising activities. Public 
officials claimed that the restrooms were closed down for sanitary reasons. However, 
several newspaper articles expressed negative attitudes towards the gay men who were 
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using the restrooms for cruising, which suggested that there were ulterior motives for 
closing down and demolishing the restrooms.213 
 White Point Garden was established as a “public promenade and garden” in August 
1838.214 Almost immediately, an ordinance was enforced that forbade “smoking, indecent 
and disorderly conduct, cursing, swearing, clamorous noises, drunkenness, quarreling, 
fighting, and profanity.”215 Additionally, nobody was allowed to “bathe in the 
neighborhood.”216 These laws illustrated early attempts to restrict the behavior of people 
while they were in White Point Garden so that people would publicly conform to social 
norms and expectations. 
 After World War II, White Point Garden was used as a “congregating place” by 
gay men., and was considered to be a “disgrace to the city.”217 Gay men usually visited 
White Point Garden at night, and, like cruising at other sites across the United States, the 
presence of gay men cruising was not conspicuous. However, a nearby resident revealed 
that the gay men in the park were a “valid concern of the police and that there have been 
incidents.”218 The police surveillance of men in White Point Garden reflected the police 
surveillance other men experienced while cruising at other sites in the United States.  
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 In circa 1906, a bandstand was placed in White Point Garden as a gift to the 
Charleston community from Martha Williams Carrington in memory of her mother, Martha 
Fort Williams. In 1934, the bandstand, which was already elevated, was raised three feet 
so that restrooms and a storage space could be installed underneath the bandstand.219 At 
some point after the restrooms were built, gay men began using the restrooms for same-
sex sexual activities.220  
People in Charleston knew what was happening in the restrooms, and they were not 
happy. In 1975, heavy iron gates were installed at the restroom entrance to prohibit access 
to the restrooms when they became a “public nuisance,” which implied that gay men were 
perceived as bothersome because they used the restrooms for cruising activities.221 The 
Post and Courier also stated that the restrooms were also closed off for “sanitary 
purposes.”222 However, the restrooms at White Point Garden were closed off before the 
HIV/AIDS crisis and widespread fear of spreading HIV/AIDS, which began in the early 
1980s. Therefore, the White Point Garden example 
supported Ferentinos’ argument that restrooms and 
cruising sites were closed off for ulterior motives 
besides the HIV/AIDS crisis. Furthermore, since 
there was not widespread fear of spreading 
HIV/AIDS at the time the restrooms were blocked 
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Figure 15. Charleston Evening Post 
Headline about the Restrooms at White 
Point Garden and Marion Square. Dated 
August 19, 1983. (Jack Leland, “Public 
Restrooms,” in The Charleston Evening 
Post, August 19, 1983.) 
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off, the Post and Courier expressed prejudicial attitudes towards gay men because the 
article suggested that the restrooms were closed off because gay men were not hygienic. 
The increased presence of gay men in the restrooms, along with vandalism, ultimately 
resulted in the “city authority’s” decision to close the restrooms.223 This decision indicated 
that city officials wanted to put an end to same-sex sexual activities because same-sex 
sexual activities were not considered socially acceptable and sparked concerns about 
hygiene. In 2009 and 2010, the bandstand was lowered by three feet, partially due to 
differential settlement in the foundation. Consequently, the restrooms underneath the 
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224 Allison Brantley, “Accepted Bid Was Lowest for Bandstand Project,"" in The Post and Courier, March 
4, 2009, accessed November 4, 2016. http://www.postandcourier.com/news/accepted-bid-was-lowest-for-
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Figure 16. News and Courier Headline about White Point Garden. Dated August 21, 1976. (Jack 
























Figure 17. Photograph of the Bandstand Before the Restrooms Were 
Demolished. Circa 2009. ("CBCC – Charles Blanchard Construction 
Corporation of Charleston, SC Blog Archive: White Point Gardens Bandstand 
Renovations," CBCC Charles Blanchard Construction Corporation of 
Charleston SC RSS, accessed April 05, 2017, 
http://blanchardconst.com/?p=490.) 
Figure 18. Photograph of the Bandstand After the Restrooms Were 
Demolished. Circa 2009. ("CBCC – Charles Blanchard Construction 
Corporation of Charleston, SC Blog Archive: White Point Gardens Bandstand 
Renovations," CBCC Charles Blanchard Construction Corporation of 




In 1984, a 32-year-old man, Curtis M. Pernell, pled guilty to several crimes, which 
included robbing two gay men who were parked at the Battery, where White Point Garden 
is located. Pernell received a twenty-year prison sentence for his crimes. In January 1984, 
Pernell was picked up by a gay man who was cruising at the Battery. The man drove Pernell 
to Mount Pleasant before Pernell pulled a gun out and forced the man to drive him to 
Patriot’s Point. At Patriot’s Point, Pernell robbed the man, took his car, and left the man 
stranded. A few days later, Pernell pointed a gun at another gay man in a parked car at the 
Battery. Pernell made this man drive him around until the man stopped the car and refused 
to continue driving. Pernell stole the man’s wallet. 225  
After the trial, the judge revealed that he believed that if the gay men were not at 
the Battery, then the crimes would not have happened.226 This suggested that Pernell 
targeted these men because they were gay. Throughout the mid-twentieth century, several 
other LGBTQ people were also targeted for crimes because of their sexuality or gender 
identity.227 For example, according to FBI hate crime statistics, the third most frequent 
motivation for hate crimes is sexual orientation.228 Additionally, the robberies reflected the 
harassment gay men throughout the United States experienced while they were cruising.  
 Marion Square also had a bandstand, which had restrooms used by gay men for 
cruising. These restrooms were ultimately closed off because of “homosexual 
activities.”229 Like the restrooms at White Point Garden, the bandstand at Marion Square 
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was described as a “public nuisance” due to the gay men who used the restrooms for 
cruising activities.230 This indicated that people were irritated by the presence of gay men 
in the restrooms at Marion Square. Mayor J. Palmer Gaillard Jr. also stated that the 
restrooms attracted “undesirables,” which 
illustrated an intolerant attitude towards 
members of the LGBTQ community.231 In 
1961, two decades before the start of the 
HIV/AIDS crisis, the restrooms were 
closed down, and the structure was recommended to be demolished.232 Therefore, the 
closing of the restrooms at Marion Square also supported the argument that the HIV/AIDS 
crisis was later used as an excuse to close down cruising spots across the United States. 
The bandstand is no longer in Marion Square 
Results 
After World War II, White Point Garden was used by gay men for cruising. It was reported 
that gay men had incidents with police officers, which mirrored the police surveillance and 
harassment that occurred at cruising sites across the country. The restrooms, which were 
located in the bandstand, were also used by gay men for cruising activities. In 1975, the 
restrooms were blocked off, partially as a result of prejudicial attitudes towards gay men. 
Closing down the restrooms at White Point Garden reflected nationwide efforts to prevent 
230 Barbara J. Stambaugh, “Fate of Bandstand is Still Uncertain,” in The News and Courier, November 6, 
1961, 9. 
231 Ibid. 
232 Stambaugh, “Fate of Bandstand is Still Uncertain.” 
Figure 19. News and Courier Headline about the 
Bandstand at Marion Square. Dated November 6, 
1961. (Barbara J. Stambaugh, “Fate of Bandstand is 
Still Uncertain,” in The News and Courier, November 
6, 1961, 9.) 
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or minimize cruising activities. After the outbreak of HIV/AIDS in the early 1980s, 
officials across the country claimed that sites associated with cruising were closed down 
due to fear of spreading HIV/AIDS. However, the restrooms at White Point Garden were 
closed down before the onset of the HIV/AIDS crisis, which suggested that the HIV/AIDS 
crisis was later used as an excuse to put an end to same-sex sexual activities and cruising, 
and indicated that officials had ulterior motives. Additionally, in 1984, on two separate 
occasions, two gay men were targeted by Curtis Pernell, who robbed the men and pointed 
a gun to their head because of their sexual identity. In the mid-twentieth century, LGBTQ 
people were vulnerable to criminal offenses due to preconceived social attitudes about 
sexuality and gender identity. Pernell’s crimes were a local example of profiling LGBTQ 
people for crimes. Thus, White Point Garden qualifies for inclusion on the National 
Register under Criterion A for its association to cruising in Charleston, targeting members 
of the LGBTQ community because of their sexual identity, and publicly expressed 
prejudicial attitudes towards members of the LGBTQ community. 
 As of 2017, White Point Garden was not an individually listed site on the National 
Register. However, White Point Garden is eligible to be added to the National Register. 
One challenge for nominating White Point Garden to the National Register is the 
fifty-year preference. While part of the period of significance for White Point Garden 
occurred more than fifty years ago, part of the period of significance occurred within the 
past fifty years. However, White Point Garden can be listed on the National Register under 
sub-Criteria Consideration G because it is of “exceptional importance” at the local level 
due to events that reflected prejudicial and intolerant attitudes towards members of the 
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LGBTQ community in Charleston. Additionally, events that occurred on the site illustrate 
targeting or profiling members of the LGBTQ community in Charleston for crimes and 
criminal offenses because of their sexual identity. Many members of the LGBTQ 
community across the United States faced intolerant and prejudicial treatment, and several 
LGBTQ people were targeted because of their sexual identity. Furthermore, the police 
surveillance of LGBTQ people at White Point Garden mirrored the surveillance other gay 
men in the United States experienced while cruising. Additionally, the restrooms were 
closed off before the HIV/AIDS crisis, indicating that people tried to prevent or minimize 
cruising activities. The fifty-year preference does not prevent White Point Garden from 
being listed on the National Register. 
Another challenge for listing White Point Garden on the National Register pertains 
to the historic integrity of the restrooms. Historic integrity included the ability for a 
property in its current condition to demonstrate the significant aspects of its past.233 Since 
the restrooms at White Point Garden have been demolished, the integrity of the bandstand 
during the period of significance has changed. Therefore, the bandstand does not possess 
“historic integrity for all periods of significance,” which was a required guideline for 
“Selecting the Periods of Significance.”234 The design, features of construction, feeling, 
and association of the bandstand have changed because the restrooms were closed off and 
demolished. Additionally, the bandstand in its current state does not reflect any evidence 
of its historical use as a restroom. However, as discussed in the National Register Bulletin 
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“Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Traditional Cultural Properties,” since part 
of the significance of the bandstand was the reason why the restrooms were eventually 
closed down, the bandstand retains its significance to discrimination against the LGBTQ 
community, despite the modifications made to the bandstand. Therefore, the current 
condition of the bandstand is relevant to its relationship to the LGBTQ community.235 This 
challenge does not prevent White Point Garden from being listed on the National Register. 
The bandstand at Marion Square has been demolished. Therefore, the restrooms 
cannot be included as a contributing resource to Marion Square on the National Register. 
However, the role of the restrooms as a cruising site for gay men and the public’s intolerant 
attitude towards the gay men who used the restrooms should be discussed in a National 
Register nomination for Marion Square. 
HIV/AIDS 
 In the early 1980s, several cases of the Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome 
(AIDS) and the Human Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV) began to appear across the United 
States, particularly amongst gay men, drug users, hemophiliacs, and Haitians. Initially, the 
national government failed to acknowledge or respond to the epidemic because many 
HIV/AIDS patients were gay men. Furthermore, scientists and medical professionals also 
made minimal efforts towards research and finding a cure for HIV/AIDS, partially due to 
the previous ill treatment of the LGBTQ community from the medical field. However, 
starting in the mid-1980s, the Medical University of South Carolina (MUSC), which was 
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located in Charleston, was one of the leaders in HIV/AIDS research and treatment of 
HIV/AIDS patients. A local organization in Charleston, called Palmetto Aids Life Support 
Services (PALSS), also provided services to local HIV/AIDS patients when the national 
government failed to offer any assistance to HIV/AIDS patients. Therefore, HIV/AIDS was 
selected as a case study because MUSC and PALSS assisted LGBTQ HIV/AIDS patients 
when the national government failed to offer any assistance.236 
In 1983, South Carolina declared AIDS an immediately reported disease, so 
physicians were legally required to report all AIDS cases to local health departments. In 
June 1983, the Charleston Evening Post revealed that there were three confirmed AIDS 
cases in South Carolina, but up to eight other cases were suspected. Two of the confirmed 
victims were males, and the third victim was a female drug user.237 
In response to the publicity of the AIDS endemic in Charleston, Jeffrey Hart wrote 
an article in The News and Courier in August 1983 in which he stated that “the average 
number of sexual partners for an active gay male is 1,600 during his lifetime.”238 Hart also 
claimed that “it is not unusual for a homosexual to have a dozen sexual encounters in the 
                                                
236 While some people who worked at and attended MUSC conducted research on HIV/AIDS and provided 
assistance to HIV/AIDS patients and their families, HIV/AIDS patients in local hospitals experienced 
discrimination. Additionally, LGBTQ students at MUSC experienced prejudicial attitudes from their 
professors. According to Harlan Greene, who was present in Charleston at the beginning of the AIDS crisis, 
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put gerbils up their rectums. Further research could yield more detailed information about the experiences 
of LGBTQ HIV/AIDS patients in Charleston.  
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course of an evening” and that 
“homosexual bars feature a 
backroom for the purpose of sex 
between strangers who meet at the 
bar.”239 Hart’s article reinforced the 
prejudicial views and stereotypes of gay men in both Charleston and the United States. 
Furthermore, Hart’s article contributed to the circulation of false information about 
HIV/AIDS and helped spread stereotypes about LGBTQ people, which added to 
prejudicial opinions towards LGBTQ HIV/AIDS patients in Charleston. 
In 1987, a South Carolina bill was introduced that limited AIDS patients “personal 
freedom” in an effort to protect other people from AIDS.240 The bill required a person to 
be fined for $5,000 if the person had sexual relations and knew that he or she had AIDS 
without telling his or her partner.241 This illustrated that legislation passed in South 
Carolina focused on the health and safety of people who did not have HIV/AIDS and 
239 Hart, “Homophobia.” 
240 Prentiss Findlay, “Doctor Says AIDS ‘Basically a Plague,’” in The Charleston Evening Post, April 30, 
1987, 18. 
241 By 1995, AIDS was the leading cause of death of black South Carolinians aged 25-44. Furthermore, 
Charleston County had 255 cases per 100,000 residents, which was the second highest number of AIDS 
cases in South Carolina. Charleston also had 1,584 HIV cases. South Carolina received about one million 
dollars in federal money for research, and Charleston was allotted $169,000 to go towards AIDS prevention 
and education. As of 2017, exposing a person to AIDS is punishable by up to ten years in prison and a fine 
of $5,000. Additionally, it is also a felony for anyone with AIDS to engage in sexual intercourse without 
informing the other person, perform any act of prostitution, sell or donate blood, organs, or semen, forcibly 
engage in any form of intercourse, or share needles with anyone without informing them that they have 
AIDS. 
Findlay, “Doctor Says AIDS ‘Basically a Plague,’” 18. 
Ave Mince-Didier, "Transmitting an STD in South Carolina | Criminal Law," 
CriminalDefenseLawyer.com, accessed November 01, 2016. 
http://www.criminaldefenselawyer.com/resources/transmitting-std-south- 
carolina.htm.; Lynne Langley, “S.C. Has Nation’s 13th Highest AIDS Rate,” in The Post and Courier, 
December 1, 1995, 25, 28. 
Figure 20. The Headline for Jeffrey Hart’s Newspaper 
Article. Dated August 30, 1983. (Jeffrey Hart, 
“Homophobia,” in The News and Courier, August 30, 
1983, 12.) 
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preventing the spread of HIV/AIDS, instead of focusing on ways to treat or support 
HIV/AIDS patients.  
Palmetto AIDS Life Support Services (PALSS), previously known as Lowcountry 
AIDS Services and Lowcountry Palmetto AIDS Life Support Services, was organized in 
Charleston in 1987 to offer counseling, case management, advocacy, and volunteer support 
to AIDS patients and their families. This organization was established when the federal 
government did not provide adequate support for AIDS patients or their families.242 From 
1989-1991, PALSS was located in a residential and commercial building at 207 East Bay 
Street, suite 302D.243 After 1991, PALSS relocated out of Charleston. In 1995, Joe Hall, 
the director of PALSS revealed that “...there have been incremental shifts in acceptance [of 
AIDS], but by and large, people with AIDS are afraid of discrimination and judgement,” 
which indicated that fourteen years after the first case of AIDS appeared in the United 
States, HIV/AIDS patients were still faced with stereotypes, prejudice, and fear.244 
242 Dorothy Givens, “HIV Carrier Finds Hope in Helping Others,” in The Charleston Evening Post, May 
16, 1991. 
243 The 1989 Charleston City Directory, R.L Polk and Company Publishers.  
The 1990 Charleston City Directory, R.L Polk and Company Publishers.  
The 1991 Charleston City Directory, R.L Polk and Company Publishers.  
244 Langley, “S.C. Has Nation’s 13th Highest AIDS Rate.” 
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Figure 21. Photograph of 207 East Bay Street. Photograph taken by author on 
April 6, 2017. 
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In 1984, the same year that scientists discovered the virus that caused HIV/AIDS, 
the Medical University of South Carolina (MUSC) was one of six institutions in the world 
chosen to do a pilot experiment that tested a therapy to prevent pre-AIDS from progressing 
to AIDS. Dr. H. Hugh Fudenberg and Dr. Kwong Tsang were two of the key leaders in this 
HIV/AIDS research.245  
In 1985, MUSC used 100 male gay and bisexual volunteers to research early 
detection and treatment of AIDS. The volunteers who displayed AIDS symptoms were 
treated with an experimental drug, Isoprinosine, which laboratory tests demonstrated 
restored the body’s immune system. MUSC offered the treatment plan to volunteer AIDS 
patients free of charge. Isoprinosine is currently still used to treat HIV/AIDS, along with 
other viral infections. Dr. Mariano F. Lavia, Professor of Laboratory Medicine whose 
office was located at 169 Ashley Avenue, was heavily involved with this research.246 This 
research was significant for HIV/AIDS patients in the United States because it helped 
develop a treatment for HIV/AIDS patients before protease inhibitors became widely 
available.  
245 In 1984, Dr. H. Hugh Fudenberg was a Professor and Chairman of Immunology and Microbiology and 
Medicine. Fudenberg’s office was located at the Basic Science Building in room 203. The Basic Science 
Building was located at 173 Ashley Avenue. In 1984, Dr. Kwong Tsang was an Assistant Professor of 
Immunology and Microbiology. His office was located in the Walton Research Building in rooms 602B 
and 609. The address of the Walton Research Building was 39 Sabin Street. 
Brooke Fox stated that the information was obtained from MUSC Bulletins and telephone directories.  
Brooke Fox, email message to author, December 22, 2016. 
Susan Hoffius, email message to author, January 20, 2017. 
Brooke Fox is an archivist at MUSC, and Susan Hoffius is a curator at MUSC.  
“MUSC Picked for Pre-AIDS Test Therapy,” in The News and Courier, December 11, 1984, 11. 
246 Prentiss Findlay, “Volunteers Sought for AIDS Testing,” in The Charleston Evening Post, March 1, 
1985, 10. 
Dr. Lavia’s office was located in office EH218H at 169 Ashley Avenue. 
Brooke Fox stated that the information was obtained from MUSC Bulletins and telephone directories. 
Brooke Fox, email message to author, January 27, 2017. 
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Since the mid-1980s, the Infectious Disease Department at MUSC was a leader in 
conducting AIDS research, offering treatment, and providing outreach and educational 
services to the Charleston area.247 The Infectious Disease Department’s efforts in 
researching HIV/AIDS and treating HIV/AIDS patients were significant because, at the 
time, the federal government was making minimal efforts towards researching HIV/AIDS 
and assisting HIV/AIDS patients. In the mid-1980s, the director of the Infectious Disease 
Department at MUSC was W. Edmund Farrar, Jr., Professor of Medicine and Microbiology 
and Immunology. The division offices were located in the Clinical Sciences Building, 
247 Beth Ingram, “MUSC Students Teaching about AIDS,” in The Charleston Evening Post, November 23, 
1988, 74-75. 
Brooke Fox stated that the information was obtained from MUSC Bulletins and telephone directories. 
Brooke Fox, email message to author, December 22, 2016. 
Susan Hoffius, email message to author, January 20, 2017. 
Figure 22. Photograph of 169 Ashley Avenue. Dr. Lavia’s office was located in 
this building. Photograph taken by author on April 6, 2017. 
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which was located at 96 Jonathan Lucas Street.248 The Division of Infectious Diseases, 
which is now located at 35 Rutledge Ave #12 in 2017, continues to offer various services 
to HIV/AIDS patients.249 
248 Brooke Fox stated that the information was obtained from MUSC Bulletins and telephone directories. 
Brooke Fox, email message to author, December 22, 2016. 
Susan Hoffius, email message to author, January 20, 2017. 
249 "Division of Infectious Diseases," Medical University of South Carolina, accessed November 14, 2016. 
http://academicdepartments.musc.edu/medicine/Divisions/Infectious%20Disease/index.htm.   
Figure 23. Photograph of 96 Jonathan Lucas Street, the Clinical Sciences Building. 
Photograph taken by author on April 6, 2017. 
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In 1988, Dr. Peter J. Fischinger, who was the former director of the National AIDS 
Program Office in Washington D.C., accepted the position as Vice President of Research 
at MUSC.250  In 1988, Fischinger’s office was located in the Administration and Library 
Building in room 106. The address for this building was 171 Ashley Avenue.251 Under Dr. 
Fischinger’s direction, MUSC held a health fair about AIDS and other illnesses at the 
Cannon Street YMCA in 1988. A panel discussion, “AIDS in the Black Community,” 
answered questions about AIDS and disproved myths about AIDS.252 In 1989, MUSC also 
hosted an HIV/AIDS outreach and educational event at a conference, “A Community 
Responds to AIDS: Personal and Public Responsibilities,” which was held at the Francis 
Marion Hotel. Dr. Fischinger was a keynote speaker at the conference. The topics discussed 
in the conference included: public safety, business and industry, and the media and arts. 
The conference was a response to a lack of a national strategy to AIDS prevention and 
treatment since the federal government was not doing much to educate the public about 
HIV/AIDS or HIV/AIDS prevention. Additionally, the conference reinforced the idea that 
education and behavior modification were important in helping to prevent the spread of 
HIV/AIDS.253  
250 Herb Frazier, “Fischinger is Asked to Take MUSC Post,” in The Charleston Evening Post, October 11, 
1988,11. 
251 Brooke Fox stated that the information was obtained from MUSC Bulletins and telephone directories. 
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The MUSC College of Nursing and the Lowcountry AIDS Services also 
collaborated in surveying doctors in the Lowcountry, AIDS patients, and family members 
of AIDS patients about their needs.254 Their results were published in December 1989.255 
This research was valuable because it allowed other doctors in other parts of the United 
254 The Medical University of South Carolina College of Nursing was located at 99 Jonathan Lucas Street. 
Brooke Fox stated that the information was obtained from MUSC Bulletins and telephone directories. 
Susan Hoffius, email message to author, January 20, 2017. 
255 Langley, “S.C. Has Nation’s 13th Highest AIDS Rate.” 
Figure 24. Photograph of 171 Ashley Avenue. Dr. 
Fischinger’s office was located in this building in 
1988. Photograph taken by author on April 6, 2017. 
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States who were not very familiar with the disease to understand the needs and desires of 
HIV/AIDS patients and their families. With this research, other doctors in the United States 
were able to develop treatment plans and assist HIV/AIDS patients and their families. 
In 1995, MUSC was one of 25 centers chosen to test a new combination of drugs 
on patients.256 This research occurred one year before protease inhibitors became widely 
available in the United States to HIV/AIDS patients, which indicated that research 
conducted at MUSC played a role in developing a treatment plan for HIV/AIDS patients.257 
Reverend James Martin of the Universal Fellowship of the Metropolitan 
Community Church, a church that had many LGBTQ members, was an advocate for AIDS 
prevention. Martin stated in 1989 that his church emphasized that anonymous sex at public 
rest stops, bathrooms, adult bookstores, and the Battery was dangerous because of the risk 
of spreading HIV/AIDS.258 This indicated that Martin tried to inform his congregation 
about the dangers of HIV/AIDS and attempted to prevent the spread of AIDS by circulating 
information about AIDS and AIDS prevention to members of the LGBTQ community in 
Charleston. Additionally, Martin illustrated that the LGBTQ community in Charleston 
mobilized to address HIV/AIDS.  
Reverend George Exoo, a former minister of a Unitarian-Universalist Church in 
Charleston, was another Charleston-based AIDS prevention advocate. Exoo, who was gay, 
believed that many of the people who died from AIDS in Charleston County contracted 
256 Langley, “S.C. Has Nation’s 13th Highest AIDS Rate.” 
257 Faderman, The Gay Revolution, 439. 
258 David W. MacDougal, “Highway Rest Stops: The Bathhouses of the Heartland,” in The Post and 
Courier, July 2, 1989, 5. 
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AIDS at the rest stop on I-26 eastbound in Ladson. Exoo also revealed that there were many 
married men in Charleston who searched for same-sex sexual experiences, but these 
married men were not likely to go to a known public gay place, such as a gay bar, out of 
fear of being noticed. This fear led to anonymous same-sex sexual relations. Exoo also 
claimed that many of these men did not identify themselves as gay. However, early efforts 
to educate the public about HIV/AIDS were directed towards members of the LGBTQ 
community due to the high number of LGBTQ HIV/AIDS patients. Therefore, since many 
of these men did not publicly identify as members of the LGBTQ community, it was 
difficult to inform these men about the risks of HIV/AIDS and prevent the spread of the 
disease since men who engaged in anonymous same-sex sexual encounters were not easy 
to identify. Lastly, Exoo stated that “people, for some reason, don’t want to acknowledge 
it [AIDS] goes on and it exists,” which reflected the lack of a national strategy to treat 
HIV/AIDS.259 Furthermore, Exoo’s statement suggested that HIV/AIDS was considered 
taboo topic, which made educating the public about HIV/AIDS and preventing the spread 
of the disease a challenge. 
Dr. Robert T. Ball Jr., a Clinical Assistant Professor of Medicine, also illustrated 
how AIDS led to more discrimination against the LGBTQ community,   
Those of us who have been working with [AIDS] projects here in Charleston have 
been very frustrated indeed with the poor response of the Charleston community… 
Unfortunately, the straight community has looked upon AIDS with blindness… and 
has done very little in the work of overall research...I would like to say to the gay 
community that unless gays start internally policing themselves, we are going to 
see a tremendous backlash.260 
259 MacDougal, “Highway Rest Stops.” 
260 “Doing the Charleston,” in The Charleston Evening Post, October 26, 1985, 21. 
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This suggested that the Charleston community remained largely uninformed about 
HIV/AIDS and were not eager to help HIV/AIDS patients or their families. Therefore, Dr. 
Ball indicated that it was the role of the local LGBTQ community to mobilize to raise 
awareness of the disease and educate themselves and the local community about the 
disease. 
Results 
173 Ashley Avenue, 39 Sabin Street, 169 Ashley Avenue, 96 Jonathan Lucas 
Street, 207 East Bay Street, 99 Jonathan Lucas Street, and 171 Ashley Avenue are all 
associated to people, medical departments, or organizations that made significant 
contributions to HIV/AIDS research, assisted HIV/AIDS patients and their families, and 
made outreach efforts towards informing the Charleston community about HIV/AIDS 
when the federal government failed to adequately assist HIV/AIDS patients and their 
families, support HIV/AIDS research, or inform the public about HIV/AIDS. As a result 
of the research conducted at MUSC and PALSS, doctors in other parts of the country were 
able to better understand ways to assist HIV/AIDS patients in their family and were 
informed about ways to treat HIV/AIDS or suppress HIV/AIDS symptoms.  
In 1984, H. Hugh Fudenberg, a Professor and Chairman of Immunology and 
Microbiology Medicine at MUSC, and Kwong Tsang, an Assistant Professor of 
Immunology and Microbiology, were key leaders in testing ways to prevent pre-AIDS from 
progressing to AIDS. This research reflected a significant milestone in early HIV/AIDS 
research. Fudenberg’s office was located in room 203 at 173 Ashley Avenue, and Tsang’s 
office was located in rooms 602B and 609 at 39 Sabin Street. In 1985, Mariano F. Lavia, 
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Professor of Laboratory Medicine, conducted important research on early HIV/AIDS 
detection and conducted experiments using a drug, Isoprinosine, which restored the body’s 
immune system. Lavia’s research was a significant contribution in the early development 
of HIV/AIDS treatment. Lavia’s office was in room EH218H at 169 Ashley Avenue. In 
the mid-1980s, the Infectious Disease Department at MUSC also conducted HIV/AIDS 
research and offered outreach and educational services about HIV/AIDS to the local 
community when the federal government provided little outreach and educational efforts, 
and offered little financial assistance towards HIV/AIDS research. The Infectious Disease 
Department was located at 96 Jonathan Lucas Street. PALSS, which had an office in suite 
302 D at 207 East Bay Street from 1989 to 1991, also offered outreach and made 
educational efforts about HIV/AIDS through counseling, case management, advocacy, and 
volunteer support to HIV/AIDS patients. Additionally, in 1989, PALSS and the MUSC 
College of Nursing, which was located at 99 Jonathan Lucas Street, published significant 
research on the needs and desires of AIDS patients, families of AIDS patients, and doctors 
who treated AIDS patients. This research allowed doctors in other parts of the country to 
understand the needs of AIDS patients and their families. Finally, in the late 1980s, Peter 
J. Fischinger, the Vice President of Research at MUSC, had an office in room 106 at 171
Ashley Avenue. Under Fischinger’s leadership, MUSC made significant contributions to 
HIV/AIDS research. Fischinger also organized and participated in several outreach 
activities that educated people in Charleston about HIV/AIDS when the federal 
government made minimal efforts to inform people about HIV/AIDS. 
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All of the identified sites qualify for inclusion on the National Register under 
Criterion A. 173 Ashley Avenue and 39 Sabin Street qualify for inclusion due to their 
association to Fudenberg’s and Tsang’s significant research on preventing pre-AIDS from 
progressing to AIDS. 169 Ashley Avenue is also eligible for inclusion on the National 
Register for its association to Lavia’s AIDS research, which helped develop an early 
treatment option for HIV/AIDS. Additionally, 96 Jonathan Lucas Street is able to be listed 
on the National Register because of its association to the Infectious Disease Department at 
MUSC, along with the department’s HIV/AIDS research and efforts to educate the local 
community on HIV/AIDS when the federal government failed to provide adequate 
HIV/AIDS education and outreach. 207 East Bay Street qualifies for inclusion on the 
National Register for its association to PALSS, which assisted HIV/AIDS patients during 
a time when the federal government offered little assistance to HIV/AIDS patients. PALSS 
also conducted research that allowed medical professionals in other parts of the country to 
understand the needs and desires of HIV/AIDS patients, their families, and doctors. 99 
Jonathan Lucas Street is also eligible to be included on the National Register for its 
association to the MUSC College of Nursing, which collaborated with PALSS in 
conducting and publishing research on the needs and desires of HIV/AIDS patients, their 
families, and doctors. Lastly, 171 Ashley Avenue qualifies to be listed on the National 
Register for its association to Fischinger, who assisted and encouraged MUSC to conduct 
HIV/AIDS research and orchestrated several activities to educate people in the Charleston 
area about HIV/AIDS when the federal government failed to adequately support 
HIV/AIDS research and offered little assistance to HIV/AIDS patients.  
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As of 2017, none of the identified sites were listed on the National Register. 
However, the sites are eligible for inclusion on the National Register.  
Each of the identified properties have achieved significance within the past fifty 
years. Therefore, the fifty-year preference could be a challenge for nominating these sites 
on the National Register. However, the sites can still be listed on the National Register 
under sub-Criteria Consideration G because each of the sites can be considered of 
“exceptional importance.” All of the sites that are associated with HIV/AIDS research at 
MUSC were of “exceptional importance” at the national level due to the research 
conducted by several doctors, which helped treat HIV/AIDS patients in Charleston as well 
as in other parts of the country. Additionally, the research efforts made by MUSC doctors 
towards HIV/AIDS treatment, prevention, and assistance for HIV/AIDS patients and their 
caretakers allowed doctors in other parts of the country to learn more about the disease and 
the needs of AIDS patients. Furthermore, MUSC also made significant efforts in 
Charleston to educate the local community about AIDS and offered medical support and 
services to HIV/AIDS patients in Charleston when the federal government provided 
insufficient assistance.  
PALSS was of exceptional importance at the local level because, like MUSC, 
PALSS offered various services to AIDS patients in the Charleston area and educated 
people in the local community about HIV/AIDS and HIV/AIDS prevention when the 
federal government made minimal efforts to educate the public about the disease and 




This research revealed that there were challenges that could make listing LGBTQ 
sites on the National Register problematic. These challenges, which were identified as high 
priority challenges, included the reliance on factual information in the Narrative Statement 
of Significance, and the lack of people nominating LGBTQ sites to the National Register. 
Additionally, there were opportunities to improve the National Register nomination 
process as an effort to encourage the inclusion of more LGBTQ sites on the National 
Register. These areas, which were considered to be procedural impediments, included: the 
fifty-year preference; the inability to nominate part of a site, such as an individual 
apartment or office; the emphasis on architecture in the National Register nomination form; 
the Areas of Significance Categories; and the assessment of historic integrity at historic 
sites. 
High Priority Challenges and Recommendations 
Factual Information in the Narrative Statement of Significance 
According to National Register Bulletin 16A, insufficient or unverified information 
about a site’s history and significance cannot be discussed in the National Register 
nomination since the information is not “factual.”261 This could be problematic for 
recognizing LGBTQ sites on the National Register, particularly in instances where a person 
did not self-identify as LGBTQ or before the twentieth century, when modern attitudes 
towards gender and sexuality began to emerge.  
261 United States National Park Service, “How to Complete the National Register Registration Form,” 46. 
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Like many people throughout history, there is no evidence that Dobbins self-
identified as gay, bisexual, or queer, so Dobbins could not explicitly be described as gay, 
bisexual, or queer in the National Register nomination. However, instead of describing 
Dobbins as gay or bisexual, only the facts were stated and Dobbins’ murder was connected 
to broad patterns in LGBTQ history, specifically the Lavender Scare, the vulnerabilities of 
LGBTQ people to criminal offenses, and the judicial system’s failure to protect LGBTQ 
people. The Jack Dobbins example illustrated that, in instances where there is no existing 
evidence that a person identified as a member of the LGBTQ community (but it was likely 
that the person was LGBTQ), a person can be connected to a broad pattern or event in 
LGBTQ history. Therefore, placing a person or event(s) in a historic context can be a way 
to reflect LGBTQ sites on the National Register without identifying or outing a person as 
a member of the LGBTQ community. 
Gender identity and sexuality has been ambiguous and hard to document 
throughout history, so there may be a lack of credible information available on LGBTQ 
people and events. In some instances, conflicting information about a person or event 
exists, and the conflicting information is not able to be verified. However, inconclusive 
information cannot be included in the National Register nomination, which can limit the 
information that is able to be recognized in the National Register nomination. For instance, 
the lack of factual information about Dawn Simmons, especially regarding Simmons’ 
biological sex at birth, Simmons’ sex-reassignment surgery, and Simmons’ ability to give 
birth, could result in the exclusion of essential information in National Register 
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nominations for sites associated with Dawn Simmons.262 The National Park Service should 
not insist on including only documentable facts for LGBTQ sites because there is, in some 
instances, a lack of verifiable information, ambiguous information, and/or lack of existing 
documentary evidence in regards to gender identity and sexuality. Instead, the National 
Register nomination form should allow non-verifiable and unconfirmed, but likely true or 
widely speculated information to be included in the Narrative Statement of Significance if 
that information is supported by a credible source and is relevant to the National Register 
nomination. 
Failure to Nominate LGBTQ Sites to the National Register 
None of the case study sites have been listed on the National Register for their 
association to LGBTQ people and events. Additionally, no sites in South Carolina have 
been nominated to the National Register for their association to LGBTQ history.263 
However, as the case study sites demonstrated, nothing prevents the sites from being listed 
on the National Register. Furthermore, the first LGBTQ site listed on the National Register, 
Stonewall Inn, was listed in June 28, 1999, whereas the most recent LGBTQ site listed on 
the National Register, the Furies Collective, was listed on the National Register on May 2, 
2016. The second LGBTQ site listed on the National Register, the Dr. Franklin E. Kameny 
262 The factors that make up Dawn Simmons’ intersectional identity, including her gender identity, 
sexuality, and interracial marriage, are all equally related to Simmons’ significance in U.S., South Carolina, 
and Charleston history. 
263 Ehren Foley, email message to author, February 10, 2017. 
Wenonah Haire, email message to author, February 28, 2017. 
Ehren Foley works in the South Carolina State Historic Preservation Office, and Wenonah Haire is the 
Executive Director at the Catawba Cultural Center. 
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House, was not listed on the National Register until November 2, 2011, twelve years after 
Stonewall Inn was listed on the National Register.264 
This indicated that people have been failing to nominate LGBTQ sites. Although 
the focus of this research was not to identify why few LGBTQ sites were nominated to the 
National Register, a few of the reasons why only a few LGBTQ sites have been nominated 
were speculated. These reasons included: the political climate; the lack of awareness of 
LGBTQ history and LGBTQ sites; and the lack of concern about inaccurate representations 
of LGBTQ history. 
In South Carolina, recognizing LGBTQ history could be perceived as controversial 
and could spark a negative response from some residents. Additionally, recognizing 
LGBTQ sites on the National Register could bring unwanted attention to the LGBTQ 
community due to the potential negative responses from non-LGBTQ people. Furthermore, 
LGBTQ people, the people who are most likely to nominate LGBTQ sites to the National 
Register, may be more focused on fighting for political, economic, and social rights and 
freedom, instead of working towards nominating LGBTQ sites to the National Register.265  
Another reason why people may be failing to nominate LGBTQ sites to the 
National Register could be because people are not aware of sites associated with LGBTQ 
history in Charleston and South Carolina.266 As the literature review indicated, LGBTQ 
history in Charleston and South Carolina has not been largely or thoroughly explored, 
which demonstrated that a lot of information remains unknown about LGBTQ history in 
264 Springate, “Introduction to the LGBTQ Heritage Initiative Theme Study,” 02-7 to 02-12. 
265 Harlan Greene, email message to author, January 18, 2017. 
266 Ibid. 
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the region. This also implied that many people are unfamiliar with significant people and 
events associated with LGBTQ history in Charleston and South Carolina. More awareness 
can be raised for LGBTQ history in Charleston and South Carolina by: developing and 
expanding on the existing information about the events, people, and sites recognized in the 
literature on LGBTQ history in Charleston and South Carolina; focusing research efforts 
on identifying other LGBTQ people, events, and sites in Charleston and South Carolina 
that have not been recognized in the existing literature; and by publishing more literature 
that focuses on providing a narrative of LGBTQ history in Charleston and South Carolina. 
Finally, other Charleston sites associated with minority groups, particularly the 
African-American community, were nominated to the National Register in response to 
concerns about insufficient or inaccurate historical representations of the minority group 
in commemorative events. One example included the National Register nomination for 56 
Bull Street, which was associated to Denmark Vesey, a free black man who was convicted 
for planning a Charleston slave rebellion in 1822. The 56 Bull Street nomination was 
sponsored by the Afro-American Bicentennial Corporation, which was established in 1970 
in response to nationwide plans to commemorate the bicentennial. The members of the 
Afro-American Bicentennial Corporation felt that the traditional history recognized by the 
government-sponsored American Revolution Bicentennial Commission was not 
sufficiently inclusive, therefore the organization was created to ensure that African-
American history was accurately and sufficiently included in the bicentennial 
commemorative events. In 1976, about eight years after the end of the African-American 
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Civil Rights movement, 56 Bull Street was listed as a National Historic Landmark.267 This 
example suggested that LGBTQ people in Charleston or South Carolina may not organize 
to accurately reflect LGBTQ history or nominate LGBTQ sites to the National Register 
unless there are concerns about inaccurately or insufficiently representing LGBTQ history 
in commemorative events. 
Procedural Impediments 
The Fifty Year Preference 
Although there was some evidence of discrimination against Charleston’s LGBTQ 
community before 1967, several discriminatory events in Charleston’s LGBTQ history 
achieved significance, at least partially, within the past 50 years. These sites included: the 
sites associated with Dawn Pepita Simmons, which were identified in the Dawn Simmons 
case study; White Point Garden; and the several sites in Charleston associated with 
HIV/AIDS crisis, which were identified in the HIV/AIDS case study.  
The National Park Service provides no clear definition for what constitutes 
“exceptionally important.” Instead, the National Park Service guidelines state that “the 
National Register Criteria for Evaluation encourage nomination of recently significant 
properties if they are of exceptional importance to a community, a State, a region, or the 
Nation.”268 Furthermore, former Chief Historian Robert Utley, who worked for the 
National Park Service, revealed that: 
The thinking was that in general you need a 50-year perspective to have a good 
professional judgement of whether a property qualifies or not. But it was never 
267 Sarah Katherine Dykens, "Commemoration and Controversy: The Memorialization of Denmark Vesey 
in Charleston, South Carolina," 2015, All Theses. 
268 United States National Park Service, “Guidelines for Evaluating and Nominating Properties that Have 
Achieved Significance Within the Past Fifty Years,” Bulletin, 1979, 1. 
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intended to be rigidly applied as when the National Register criteria were written, 
the wording in the original Landmark criteria was retained in which, upon showing 
“transcendent” value, the general guideline of 50 years was to be ignored.269 
Additionally, John H. Sprinkle, a Bureau Historian in the National Park Service, claimed 
that the areas of consideration were intentionally crafted to be broad as an effort to “include 
properties more representative of the total American experience.”270 Therefore, the current 
guidelines in place do not prevent LGBTQ sites that achieved significance within the past 
fifty years from being listed on the National Register because LGBTQ sites provide a 
community with a “sense of past and place.”271 Consequently, all of the case study sites 
that achieved significance within the past fifty years qualify for inclusion on the National 
Register because they are “exceptionally important” for their association to LGBTQ history 
in Charleston, South Carolina, and the United States.  
In the 1979 National Register Bulletin on evaluating and nominating properties that 
have a period of significance which falls within the past fifty years, the National Park 
Service emphasized that the National Register should be a “register of historic places.”272 
This emphasis conflicts with the desire to reflect more LGBTQ sites on the National 
Register. If a stronger emphasis is placed on the fifty-year preference instead of a site’s 
historical significance in LGBTQ history, then many sites associated with LGBTQ history 
269 Richard W. Sellars and Melody Webb, An Interview with Robert M. Utley on the History of Historic 
Preservation in the National Park Service-1947-1980. September 24, 1985-December 27, 1985. (Santa Fe: 
National Park Service, 1988), 39. 
270 John H. Sprinkle Jr., “’Of Exceptional Importance’: The Origins of the Fifty Year Ryle” in Historic 
Preservation,” The Public Historian, vol. 29, no 2 (Spring 2007), 99. 
271 United States National Park Service, “Guidelines for Evaluating and Nominating Properties that Have 
Achieved Significance Within the Past Fifty Years,” 1. 
272 Ibid., 1. 
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may not be recognized on the National Register. This goes against the National Park 
Service's intention and desire to represent all aspects of U.S. History on the National 
Register. Nevertheless, if every eligible site associated with LGBTQ history that achieved 
significance within the past fifty years is listed on the National Register, then the National 
Register may not be perceived as a list inclusive of all historic places. 
Since Congress wanted the National Register to be a list consisting mostly of 
historic sites that achieved significance more than fifty years ago, the National Park Service 
should offer more specific guidelines for assessing the significance of LGBTQ historic 
sites that have achieved significance within less than fifty years. These guidelines would 
be a way to address the large number of currently eligible LGBTQ sites that have achieved 
significance within the past fifty years so that the National Register remains a list of historic 
sites. One way to filter out the large number of eligible LGBTQ sites is to require sites 
associated with LGBTQ history that have achieved significance within the past fifty years 
to be listed on the National Register only if the sites are significant at the national level.  
Inability to List Parts of Sites 
 In several instances, the entire building was not associated with an event or person 
significant to Charleston’s LGBTQ community, but the entire building would be 
nominated to the National Register for the building’s association to LGBTQ people and 
events. These places included: Harry Hervey’s apartment at 141-145 Church Street; 
Simmons’ apartment at Colton Arms at 59 Vanderhorst Street; the PALSS office suite at 
207 East Bay Street; the Infectious Disease Department at MUSC at 96 Jonathan Lucas 
Street; and the individual offices of the many doctors who treated and researched 
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HIV/AIDS at MUSC. For each of those sites, the entire building was not significant for its 
association to LGBTQ history. However, there is no option to nominate an individual 
apartment unit or office(s) on the National Register.273 Since properties associated with 
important historical events and people may only be associated with part of a site or 
structure, the National Park Service could offer an option to only recognize parts of 
properties that are relevant for the nomination. This could be done by providing an “other” 
option under the “classification” category in Section 5. An amendment to the “How to 
Complete the National Register of Historic Places Registration Form” should clarify that 
this option is to be used to nominate individual apartment units, individual offices, or suites 
for properties significant under Criteria A or B.  
However, if only part of the site is recognized on the National Register instead of 
the entire building, then the entire building would not be eligible to receive any building 
rehabilitation tax benefits. Additionally, if only the portion of the site that is significant is 
protected or considered during rehabilitation projects, then the integrity of the significant 
portion of the site could be threatened since the rest of the building is not protected. 
Furthermore, if the entire building is owned by the same person during the period of 
significance, then the whole building should be recognized.  
273 The case could be made that some of these sites were significant for other reasons outside of their 
association to LGBTQ history, however, the focus of this research was solely on these sites’ relationship to 
LGBTQ history. As Jim Gabbert stated at the 2016 National Trust for Historic Preservation’s Past Forward 
conference, “the National Register gives a glimpse of time or place,” and not all components are always 
recognized on the National Register. For this research, the architectural significance of the case study sites 
would not be recognized on the National Register for a nomination that focused exclusively on sites’ 
relationship to LGBTQ history. An amendment to each sites’ National Register nomination could include 
information regarding the architectural significance of these sites.  
“Power Session: African American Civil Rights Grant Program,” Houston, TX, November 17, 2016. 
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Emphasis on Architecture 
 The Narrative Description in section seven of the National Register nomination 
form focuses solely on architecture and architectural integrity. As previously mentioned, 
this section required a summary paragraph that described the building’s architecture and 
architectural integrity, followed by a narrative description made up of a series of 
paragraphs that included an architectural description, a comparison between the original 
and current appearance, general characteristics, the setting, architectural features, 
decorative elements, interior features, outbuildings, architectural changes that occurred to 
the building, and deterioration of the structure. The sites identified in the case studies were 
significant for their association to LGBTQ history. While the materiality of the sites is 
important to discuss, the focus should be placed more on their association to LGBTQ 
history since the association to LGBTQ history is why the site is significant.274 
Furthermore, the Narrative Statement of Significance section also required detailed 
information about the site’s architecture and landscape, such as the impact of any 
alterations or destruction of building(s) on the property or the changes in land use and 
topography, to be utilized to assess the architectural integrity of the property. The integrity 
of the current property was relevant for a property that was significant due to its association 
to a historical event or person because how the property currently reflects the historical 
event was essential for a property’s inclusion on the National Register. In cases where a 
property was significant because of its association to a historical person or event, less focus 
274 This argument can extend to other sites significant for their association to other historical events or 
people. For example, the integrity of the structures at a Japanese internment camp or the integrity of a Civil 
War battlefield may be compromised, but the sites are still significant for their intangible association to 
events in U.S. history. 
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should be placed on the architectural details of the property in the Narrative Description 
since the building’s architectural integrity in relation to its period of significance is 
included in the Narrative Statement of Significance.  
Areas of Significance Categories 
The Areas of Significance Categories is an opportunity to further encourage listing 
sites associated with LGBTQ history on the National Register. Other minority groups, 
including “Asian, Black, European, Hispanic, Native American, and Pacific Islander” are 
specifically mentioned under the “ethnic heritage” data category for the Areas of 
Significance section.275 However, with the exception of the sites related to HIV/AIDS, 
which can be listed under the “social history” and “health/medicine” data categories, the 
sites nominated for their association to discriminatory events against Charleston’s LGBTQ 
community can only be listed under the broad “social history” data category. Unlike other 
minority groups, there was no mention of the LGBTQ minority group on the National 
Register.276 An opportunity to increase the number of places associated with discrimination 
in LGBTQ history along with other LGBTQ sites on the National Register could be by 
creating a “civil rights” data category, or creating a “gender expression and sexuality” or 
“LGBTQ+” subcategory under the “social history” data category. Furthermore, 
specifically recognizing the LGBTQ community as a standalone category is another way 
to acknowledge the importance of the LGBTQ community in American history and 
encourage people to nominate sites to the National Register. 




The National Register Bulletin, “Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting 
Traditional Cultural Properties,” should be used in cases where the historic integrity of 
LGBTQ sites is questioned. The National Register Bulletin states that:  
A traditional cultural property can also lose its significance through 
alteration of its setting of environment...A property may retain its traditional 
cultural significance even if it has been substantially modified however....the 
integrity of a possible traditional cultural property must be considered with 
reference to the views of traditional practitioners...even if a property has lost 
integrity as a possible traditional cultural property, it may retain integrity with 
reference to some other aspect of significance.277 
The restrooms at Marion Square and White Point Garden have been demolished, 
therefore their historic integrity for the period of significance has been compromised. 
Nevertheless, discrimination against members of the LGBTQ community played a role in 
why these structures were demolished. Therefore, the bandstand at White Point Garden, 
which still exists, can be included on the National Register for its association to 
discrimination against Charleston’s LGBTQ community because the bandstand still retains 
significance to discrimination against Charleston’s LGBTQ community. Additionally, 
since the Narrative Description provided an opportunity to discuss alterations and 
deterioration, the destruction of the restrooms due to stereotypes and prejudice towards the 
LGBTQ community should be discussed in a National Register nomination for Marion 
Square.  
However, there is no reference to the “Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting 
Traditional Cultural Properties” National Register Bulletin in the body of the text of the 
277 Parker and King, “Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Traditional Cultural Properties.” 
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“How to Complete the National Register Registration Form” National Register Bulletin. 
The National Register Bulletin can be amended so that the “Guidelines for Evaluating and 
Documenting Traditional Cultural Properties” National Register Bulletin is referenced in 
the “Narrative Statement of Significance” section, since the Narrative Statement of 
Significance includes information about a property’s historic integrity. This would allow 
for people who are nominating sites to the National Register under Criteria A and B to 
further understand the meaning of historic integrity, and could specifically help people who 
are nominating LGBTQ sites to the National Register evaluate the integrity of other 
LGBTQ traditional cultural properties such as bars, pride march or parade routes, movie 




This investigation used the National Register nomination form and the 
corresponding National Register Bulletin 16A (“How to Complete the National Register 
Nomination Form”) on case study sites associated with discrimination against Charleston’s 
LGBTQ community to determine if the National Register nomination process is preventing 
or limiting LGBTQ sites from being listed on the National Register. The results found that 
the reliance on factual information in the Narrative Statement of Significance was 
problematic for nominating sites associated with LGBTQ history to the National Register 
due to the lack of factual information about a person or event in some instances, and 
because it was not always known if a person identified as a member of the LGBTQ 
community due to the private nature of gender identity and sexuality. However, this issue 
did not prevent the case study sites from being examined for eligibility on the National 
Register. Instead, the issue highlighted problems and limitations of the National Register 
nomination process for sites whose significance falls under Criteria A and B.  
Furthermore, the case study sites revealed that opportunities for improving the 
National Register nomination process included: offering more guidelines for Criteria 
Consideration G for sites that have achieved significance within the past fifty years; 
allowing parts of sites, such as individual apartment units or offices, to be nominated to the 
National Register; placing less emphasis on architecture in Section 8 of the National 
Register nomination form; creating a new Areas of Significance Category; and referencing 
National Register Bulletin 38, “Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Traditional 
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Cultural Properties,” in the Narrative Statement of Significance section in National 
Register Bulletin 16A, “How to Complete the National Register Nomination Form.”  
This investigation also determined that the National Register nomination process 
was not the reason why there were only a few LGBTQ sites listed on the National Register. 
Instead, the pace of nominating LGBTQ sites in South Carolina to the National Register 
lagged for a variety of reasons, among them the political climate of South Carolina, the 
lack of awareness of LGBTQ sites in South Carolina, and the closeted LGBTQ community. 
Recommendations 
The case study sites demonstrated that there is nothing that prevented the identified 
sites from being recognized on the National Register for their association to LGBTQ people 
and events. Therefore, each of the case study sites should be nominated to the National 
Register.   
14 Queen Street should be nominated to the National Register under criterion A for 
its association to the Candlestick Murder, which reflected the tension in the military 
regarding sexuality during the 1960s as well as the social and political attitudes about 
LGBTQ people during the Lavender Scare. Additionally, the outcome of Mahon’s trial 
illustrated how the judicial system failed to respond to criminal offenses against LGBTQ 
people.  
White Point Garden should also be listed on the National Register under criterion 
A for its association to cruising, particularly the police surveillance of men who were 
cruising. Furthermore, the restrooms at White Point Garden were closed down before the 
HIV/AIDS crisis, which suggested that local authorities had ulterior motives for closing 
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down, blocking off, and demolishing known cruising sites. Additionally, the robberies of 
gay men who were cruising at White Point Garden exemplified the vulnerabilities LGBTQ 
people to criminal offenses in the mid-to-late-twentieth century.  
207 East Bay Street should be recognized on the National Register under criterion 
A for its association to PALSS, which offered support to HIV/AIDS patients and their 
families with the federal government offered minimal support. Likewise, the numerous 
sites associated to MUSC, which were previously identified in the HIV/AIDS case study, 
should be nominated to the National Register under criterion A for their association to the 
groundbreaking HIV/AIDS research, which provided treatment options to HIV/AIDS 
patients across the country in the mid-1980s. MUSC also offered support to HIV/AIDS 
patients in the Charleston area in the mid-1980s during a time when the federal government 
failed to provided adequate services and support to HIV/AIDS patients.  
141-145 Church Street and 89 East Bay Street should be nominated to the National
Register under criterion B for their association to Harry Hervey, whose career was 
negatively impacted by the Padlock Bill and who experienced discrimination from the 
Charleston community in the mid-1920s due to his sexuality.  
The many sites associated with Dawn Simmons, which were previously identified 
under the Dawn Simmons case study, should be nominated to the National Register under 
criterion B for their association to Dawn Simmons, who was one of the first people to 
undergo a sex-reassignment surgery in the United States, and whose marriage was an early 
example of a legal interracial marriage in Charleston. The fear and anxiety that Simmons 
struggled with reflected the fear and anxiety experienced by many LGBTQ people, 
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particularly transgender people and people with interracial identities, and their families 
during the mid-twentieth century. Furthermore, Simmons was fearful and anxious in her 
home and in public because of her gender identity, sexuality, and intersectionality, which 
reflected the challenges LGBTQ people faced in finding a safe space throughout the 
twentieth century.  
The larger objective of this research was to promote social tolerance and legitimize 
the history of all people because the National Register and the field of historic preservation 
can be used to teach current and future generations of Americans about LGBTQ history. 
Additionally, the National Register and, more broadly, the field of historic preservation can 
be used to tangibly reflect the experiences of all Americans, including LGBTQ Americans, 
so that understanding of American history reflects the diversity of America. Furthermore, 
preserving LGBTQ sites can be utilized to illustrate the progress, the setbacks, and the 
failures in the LGBTQ civil rights movements, which can inform the American public that 
there is still work to be done in regards to LGBTQ civil rights, equality, and acceptance.  
There are several other opportunities for future research that could help achieve the 
larger goal of establishing social tolerance and legitimizing the history of all people. It is 
important to note that mistakes are still being made, and discrimination against LGBTQ 
people, along with other minority groups, does still occur on a daily basis. 
More research should be done on LGBTQ history throughout the United States, let 
alone in the Charleston area, which would result in the identification of other LGBTQ sites 
that may qualify for inclusion on the National Register. Additionally, more scholarship on 
LGBTQ history in South Carolina could help establish a local historical context for 
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LGBTQ history, which would help people better understand and assess the significance of 
LGBTQ places in South Carolina. 
Another way to increase the awareness of LGBTQ history is to focus preservation 
and interpretation efforts on LGBTQ history. This could also be used as a method to inform 
the LGBTQ community about the National Register. Ways to focus preservation and 
interpretation efforts on LGBTQ history can include: workshops that focus on teaching and 
interpreting LGBTQ history, which could be hosted by local historical and preservation 
organizations, academic professionals, or members of the LGBTQ community; tours that 
discuss LGBTQ history and identify significant LGBTQ sites; and interpreting LGBTQ 
history at historic sites through signage. Each of these methods presents an opportunity to 
educate people about LGBTQ history, which could indirectly encourage people to 
nominate more LGBTQ sites to the National Register.  
Lastly, interested citizens should nominate other LGBTQ sites to the National 
Register, regardless of where the site is located in the United States. LGBTQ history is 
underrepresented on the National Register, therefore there is a need to increase the number 
of LGBTQ sites reflected on the National Register so that the general narrative of LGBTQ 
history is accurately represented on the National Register. Including more LGBTQ sites on 
the National Register can also reflect the acceptance of LGBTQ history and people and 
demonstrate that Americans recognize the importance of LGBTQ people and events in 
United States history. Furthermore, as this research revealed, the National Register 
nomination process is not preventing LGBTQ sites from being recognized on the National 
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Terminology and Glossary 
The words used to describe gender and sexuality were not universal, and do not 
consistently carry the same connotations in different regions, cultures, religious 
organizations, racial groups, and age groups in the United States. Therefore, it was essential 
that the meaning of the words lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer are not only 
defined, but also understood to be loose terms representing a variety of different but related 
expressions of gender and sexual identity.  
The terms that are used in this research relied on the definitions provided by the 
Human Rights Campaign Glossary of Terms, which used the following definitions:  
Lesbian: A woman who is emotionally, romantically or sexually attracted to other 
women. 
Gay: A person who is emotionally, romantically or sexually attracted to members 
of the same gender. 
Bisexual: A person emotionally, romantically or sexually attracted to more than 
one sex, gender or gender identity though not necessarily simultaneously, in the 
same way or to the same degree. 
Transgender: An umbrella term for people whose gender identity and/or expression 
is different from cultural expectations based on the sex they were assigned at birth. 
Being transgender does not imply any specific sexual orientation.  
Queer: A term people often use to express fluid identities and orientations.278 
For this research, transgender also included people who are or were intersex, which 
is defined as a “variety of conditions in which a person is born with a reproductive or sexual 
anatomy that doesn’t fit the typical definitions of female or male,” and people who are 
278 Human Rights Campaign, “Glossary of Terms: Human Rights Campaign," accessed September 01, 
2016,  http://www.hrc.org/resources/glossary-of-terms.  
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genderqueer, which is a term used for people who embrace gender fluidity.279 There are 
several pronouns that gender neutral people use instead of he/she. Ze and hir are two 
popular examples of gender neutral pronouns. The use of the words “homosexual” and 
“homosexuality” allude to deviance and mental illness, so these terms were avoided, except 
when the classification of homosexuality as a mental illness was discussed.280 The terms 
gay, lesbian, bisexual, and queer were used to describe different forms of sexuality that 
reflected sexual desire, interest, and preference. The acronym LGBTQ was utilized when 
discussing the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, and queer community as a whole. 
This research stemmed from the assumption that gender identity and expression 
were socially constructed, and the way that people understood and acted on their sexuality 
and gender expression was influenced by culture and time. Sex was assumed to be solely 
biological. 281  
This research focused exclusively on discrimination against the LGBTQ 
community. For this research, the Merriam-Webster Dictionary definition was used to 
define discrimination as: 
1:  the process by which two stimuli differing in some aspect are responded 
to differently 
2:  the quality or power of finely distinguishing 
3 a:  the act, practice, or an instance of discriminating categorically rather 
than individually  
b :  prejudiced or prejudicial outlook, action, or treatment.282 
279 "What Is Intersex?" Intersex Society of North America, accessed September 01, 2016, 
http://www.isna.org/faq/what_is_intersex.  
Human Rights Campaign, “Glossary of Terms: Human Rights Campaign.” 
280 Susan Ferentinos, Interpreting LGBT History at Museums and Historic Sites. (Rowman and Littlefield, 
2014), 6. 
281 Ferentinos, Interpreting LGBTQ History, 7. 
282 "Discrimination," Merriam-Webster, accessed November 12, 2016, http://www.merriam-
webster.com/dictionary/discrimination.  
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For the purposes of this research, discrimination also included negative stereotypes 
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This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations for individual properties 
and districts.  See instructions in National Register Bulletin, How to Complete the National 
Register of Historic Places Registration Form.  If any item does not apply to the property 
being documented, enter "N/A" for "not applicable."  For functions, architectural 
classification, materials, and areas of significance, enter only categories and subcategories 
from the instructions.   
1. Name of Property
Historic name:  ______________________________________________
Other names/site number: ______________________________________
Name of related multiple property listing:
___________________________________________________________
(Enter "N/A" if property is not part of a multiple property listing
________________________________________________________________________ 
2. Location
Street & number: _____________________________________________
City or town: ____________ State: ____________ County: ____________
Not For Publication: Vicinity: 
________________________________________________________________________ 
3. State/Federal Agency Certification
As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as
amended,
I hereby certify that this        nomination  ___ request for determination of eligibility 
meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the National Register 
of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 
36 CFR Part 60.  
In my opinion, the property  ___  meets   ___ does not meet the National Register 
Criteria.  I recommend that this property be considered significant at the following 
level(s) of significance:      
 ___national ___statewide           ___local 
 Applicable National Register Criteria: 





    
Signature of certifying official/Title:    Date 
______________________________________________ 
State or Federal agency/bureau or Tribal Government 
 
In my opinion, the property        meets        does not meet the National 
Register criteria.   
     
Signature of commenting official:    Date 
 
Title :                                     State or Federal 
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4. National Park Service Certification  
 I hereby certify that this property is:  
       entered in the National Register  
       determined eligible for the National Register  
       determined not eligible for the National Register  
       removed from the National Register  
       other (explain:)  _____________________                                                                                    
 
                     
_________________________________________________________________ 
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 Ownership of Property 




 Public – Local 
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 __________________   
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7. Description  
 
 Architectural Classification  
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(Describe the historic and current physical appearance and condition of the property.  
Describe contributing and noncontributing resources if applicable. Begin with a 
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such as its location, type, style, method of construction, setting, size, and significant 





Narrative Description  
 
________________________________________________________________________ 
8. Statement of Significance 
 
 Applicable National Register Criteria  




A. Property is associated with events that have made a significant 
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B. Property is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.  
 
C. Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or 
method of construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses 
high artistic values, or represents a significant and distinguishable entity 
whose components lack individual distinction.  
 
D. Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important in 
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________________________________________________________________________ 
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property's location. 
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Submit clear and descriptive photographs.  The size of each image must be 
1600x1200 pixels (minimum), 3000x2000 preferred, at 300 ppi (pixels per inch) or 
larger.  Key all photographs to the sketch map. Each photograph must be numbered 
and that number must correspond to the photograph number on the photo log.  For 
simplicity, the name of the photographer, photo date, etc. may be listed once on the 
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Description of Photograph(s) and number, include description of view indicating 
direction of camera: 
1 of ___. 
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement:  This information is being collected for 
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average 100 hours per response including time for reviewing instructions, gathering and 
maintaining data, and completing and reviewing the form.  Direct comments regarding 
this burden estimate or any aspect of this form to the Office of Planning and Performance 
Management. U.S. Dept. of the Interior, 1849 C. Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 
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